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INTRODUCTION 
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Origin  of,  the  Stud3^ 

In  April  1968,  the  Canadian  Progress  Club  of  Edmonton  solicited 
the  help  of  the  Department  of  Youth  for  a  two  year  pilot  project;  Uncles 
at  Large.     The  Department  decided  (September,  1968)  to  support  the  C.P.C. 
financially  "for  a  one  year  pilot  project  with  research  built  in"."'" 

Nature  of  the  Programme 

The  programme  aims  at  a  positive  development  of  the  personality  of 
fatherless  children  and/or  at  the  prevention  of  inadequate  behaviour.  The 
procedures  used  for  this  project  can  be  described  in  two  steps.  Firstly, 
for  each  child  involved  in  the  programmes  an  Uncle  (volunteer)  is  provided 
and  his  role  is  to  meet  regularly  with  the  child  and  engage  in  some  activities 
with  him.     Secondly ^  for  each  Uncle  and  each  child  involved  in  the  programme <, 
a  series  of  processes  have  been  set  up  to  insure  a  better  quality  in  the 
relationship.     The  Family  Service  Association  of  Edmonton  is  responsible  for 
the  conduct  of  these  processes  and  is  acting  as  a  specialist  in  any  professional 
matter  (e.g.  psychological  counselling)  implicated  in  the  programme ^ 

Nature  of  the  Study 

The  study  was  set  up  to  be  descriptive  and  evaluative.     It  was  to 
reveal  the  efficient  and  inefficient  parts  of  the  programme  as  well  as  the 
impact  of  the  programme  on  the  fatherless  children.     In  fact,  it  was 
anticipated  that  the  study  would  provide  the  programme  with  data  which  would 


1    Letter  from  the  Hon.  R.C.  Clark,  Minister  of  Youth,  September  24,  1968,  to 
E.  Krausert,  President  of  the  Canadian  Progress  Club  of  Edmonton,  and  to 
H.L.  Bouey,  President,  Family  Service  Association  of  Edmonton. 


lead  to  rational  improvement;  moreover  it  was  to  provide  the  Department  with 
information  as  to  the  necessity  of  encouraging  such  programmes. 

Two  general  procedures  were  envisaged  in  order  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation desired.     Firstly,  an  examination  of  the  organizational  processes  of 
the  programme  was  to  be  undertaken  and,  secondly,  an  evaluation  of  the 
psychological  impact  of  the  programme  on  the  children  ("little  brothers") 
was  to  be  conducted. 


PART  I 


ADEQUACY      OF  THE 


ORGANIZATIONAL  PROCESS 
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METHODOLOGY 

The  examination  of  the  organizational  processes  involved  in  the 
U.A.L,  programme  consists  of  two  sections  -  a  descriptive  one  and  an 
analytical  one.     This  means  that  the  total  programme  is  first  described 
and  then  analyzed  in  terms  of  the  organization  of  its  elements. 

Tlie  description  of  the  programme  follows  a  framework  which  was 
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suggested  by  an  examination  of  the  literature  available  on  the  program  and 
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by  the  framework  of  the  Big  Brother's  of  Canada  Association  .     On  this  basis ^ 
the  programme  was  understood  as  involving  seven  consecutive  and  interrelated 
steps  or  major  elements.     These  were:     1)     intake ^  2)     testings  3)  training, 
4)    matching,  5)    meeting  with  the  family ^  6)     supervising ^  and  7)  recording. 

In  addition  to  this  frame  of  reference,  a  description  of  the  expen- 
ditures  (budget)  for  the  programme  was  to  be  included.    Although  such  a 
budget  was  provided  to  the  researcher  by  F.S.A.E.,  it  was  submitted  too  late 
for  a  critical  examination.     The  budget  of  the  programme  was  officially 
requested  in  May  1969.     It  was  mentioned  in  the  Progress  Report ^  sent  to 
F.S.A.E.  in  December  1969,  and  received  in  July  1970 »     (A  copy  of  this  budget 
is  presented  in  Appendix  A«) 

The  descriptive  data  were  obtained  through  personal  involvement  in 
the  programme's  various  phases  and  through  interviews  with  the  staff  of 
F.S.A.E,  and  with  the  C.P.C..     These  data  were  then  sent  to  F.S.A.E.  and 
C.P.C.  officials  for  approval.    After  approval  of  the  data^  the  analysis  was 
undertaken. 

2  F.S.A.E.,  Family  Service  Association  of  Edmonton  Counselling  Committee  Study 
Report  on  the  Need  for  a  Big  Brother's  Association,  August  6,  1965  to  May,  1968. 

3  Big  Brother's  of  Canada  Association,  Recommended  Operational  Guide  for  Big 
Brothers  Agencies,  Toronto. 
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The  analysis  consists  of  examining  the  possibility  of  conflicts 

4 

arising  between  the  elements  of  the  programmes    and  the  means  utilized  to 

reach  the  goals  proposed  or  inherent  in  the  programme^.     These  goals  have 
been  derived  from  the  nature  of  the  U.AoL.  programme  as  being:     1)  The 
development  of  the  "Little  Brothers"  potentialities,  and  internalization  of 
a  mature,  adult  male  image;  including  the  general  goal  of  improving  society's 
human  resources,  and  2)     The  utilization  of  a  scientific  method;  including 
such  items  as  lowering  the  cost  of  operation  and  using  the  most  efficient 
alternatives.     This  type  of  analysis  is  referred  to  as  functional  analysis. 


4    Blau,  P.M.;  Scott,  W.R.;  FORMAL  ORGANIZATIONS;    A  COMPARATIVE  APPROACH, 
San  Francisco:     Chandler,  1962,  page  34. 


5    Merton,  R.K.;  SOCIAL  THEORY  AND  SOCIAL  STRUCTURE,  Glencoe:     Free  Press, 
1957,  page  51,  and  Part  II ". 


-  6  - 


SECTION  I 

DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  PROGRAMME 

This  section  describes  the  seven  chronological  processes  used  by 
the  Family  Service  Association  of  Edmonton  and  the  Canadian  Progress  Club 
in  "organizing"  the  U,A»L.  Programme.     Since  many  groups  of  Uncles  (adults) 
and  Little  Brothers  (children)  have  been  involved  in  the  programme,  the 
following  description  applies  to  the  "second  group"  which  started  in  April 
1968. 

1.     Intake  Process 

This  phase  covered  the  procedures  used  in  the  recruiting  of  Uncles 
at  Large  and  the  recruiting  of  Little  Brothers. 

In  the  case  of  the  Uncles,  two  procedures  were  involved:  firstly, 
the  Canadian  Progress  Club  submitted  to  the  Family  Service  Association  of 
Edmonton  a  list  of  its  members  desiring  to  participate  in  the  programme; 
secondly,  the  publicity  given  by  the  Canadian  Progress  Club  and  the  Family 
Service  Association  of  Edmonton  to  the  Uncles  at  Large  programme  attracted 
more  volunteers  who  registered  at  the  Family  Service  Association.     Of  the 
sixteen  Uncles  available  for  the  training  sessions  in  April  ('second  group'), 
thirteen  were  recruited  through  the  Canadian  Progress  Club  and  three  were 
recruited  through  the  Family  Service  Association. 

In  the  case  of  the  Little  Brothers,  two  procedures  were  involved  as 
well.     Firstly,  the  Family  Service  Association  registered  those  children 
among  its  clientelle  who  could  benefit  from  the  programme  (upon  recommendation 
of  the  counsellor).     Secondly,  the  publicity  given  by  the  Canadian  Progress 
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Club  and  the  Family  Service  Association  attracted  families  who  wanted  their 
children  to  be  involved  in  the  programme »     Prior  to  March  1,  1969,  sixty- 
eight  families  (excluding  those  involved  in  the  first  group  approximately 
twelve)  had  completed  an  'Intake  Form'   (see  Appendix  A)  and  were  eligible 
for  the  programme. 

Of  these  famlliesj  fifty-seven  were  referred  through  F.S.A.E.'s 
publicity  (about  20  families  were  referred  through  the  Monica  Society  with 
whom  F»S,A„E.  had  been  in  contact),  three  families  were  referred  through 
the  Canadian  Progress  Club,  and  eight  families  requested  acceptance  as  a 
result  of  the  general  publicity  effort. 

2.     Testing  Process 

This  phase  covers  the  procedures  used  to  screen  the  volunteers  as 
well  as  families  previously  registered. 

Firstly,  each  volunteer  (uncle)  completed  three  psychological  tests, 
the  Minnesota  Multiphasic  Personality  Inventory  (M.M.Pdo);  the  sub'^test  of 
the  Weschler  Adult  Intelligence  Scale  and  Sack's  Sentence  Completion  test. 
The  first  test  is  designed  to  assess  the  following  dimensions:     (1)  Hypochon- 
driasis,  (2)    Depression,   (3)     H3rsterias   (4)     Psychopathic  deviation^ 
(5)    Paranoia,   (6)     Psychasthenia,   (7)     Schizophrenia,   (8)     Hypomaniaj,  and 
(9)    Masculinity  -  Femininity.     The  second  test  provides  an  approximate 
measure  of  I.Q.,  and  the  last  one  indicates  possible  problem  areas. 

Secondly,  the  first  test  (M, M.P.I.)  was  sent  to  Calgary's  Foothills 
Hospital  for  electronic  interpretation,  and  the  last  two  were  sent  for 
analysis  to  Dr.  0.  Gironella  (F.S.A.E.  Psychologist), 
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The  third  phase  of  the  testing  was  a  meeting  of  the  Uncles  with 

the  Psychiatrist  at  F.S.A.E..     The  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  check 

the  results  of  the  testing  with  the  psycho-social  history  of  the  Uncle. 

As  a  result  of  this  meeting,  the  Psychiatrist  made  the  recommendation  as  to 

the  type  of  Little  Brother  with  which  the  volunteer  could  be  involved.  In 

most  cases,  the  age  of  the  potential  Little  Brother  and  the  need  for 

supervision  were  the  two  main  elements  involved  in  the  recommendation.  Of 

6 

the  fifteen  Uncles  who  were  tested  in  the  above  manner,     one  withdrew  due 
to  change  of  interest  and  one  was  considered  "pending". 

The  testing  of  the  families  usually  consisted  of  two  related 
procedures:     (1)     a  meeting  between  a  counsellor  and  the  interested  mother, 
and  (2)     a  meeting  between  the  same  counsellor  and  the  son(s)  involved. 

The  first  meeting  was  mainly  to  inform  the  mother  of  the  nature  of 
the  programme  and  record  her  general  psycho-social  history.     Prior  to  May  15, 
1968,  sixty-eight  mothers  and  one-hundred  children  were  interviewed. 

Among  these  sixty-eight  families,  twelve  cases  were  eliminated  for 
the  following  reasons:     (a)     the  husband  or  a  real  Uncle  was  involved;   (b)  the 
family  was  referred  for  counselling  to  the  Guidance  Clinic  or  to  the  Family 
Services  Counselling  Section;   (c)     the  mother  changed  her  mind,  and  (d)  there 
was  remarriage. 

The  meeting  between  the  counsellor  and  the  child  always  followed  the 
meeting  with  the  mother.     In  most  of  these  cases,  the  counsellor  went  to 
the  home  of  the  family  to  meet  with  the  child.     Of  the  sixty-eight  families, 


6    Of  the  sixteen  at  the  beginning,  one  was  considered  "pending". 
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three  were  eliminated  due  to  lack  of  interest  on  the  part  of  the  boy. 

3.     Training  Process 

The  training  of  the  *  second  group'  of  Uncles  consisted  of  four 
sessions  lasting  two  to  three  hours  each,  at  one-week  intervals. 

The  first  session  consisted  of  an  introduction  to  the  programme  (as 
a  whole)  by  the  President  of  the  Canadian  Progress  Club,  and  a  panel 
discussion  led  by  three  mothers  of  the  Monica  Society.     The  panel  members 
summarized  the  difficulties  they  encountered  in  life  due  to  not  having  a 
father  for  their  children,  and  answered  the  questions  of  the  Uncles.  The 
main  points  stressed  in  the  question  period  were:     the  need  for  an  Uncle  to 
be  aware  of  some  mothers'  feelings  of  isolation,  etc.;  accidents  involving 
the  boy;  and  the  emergence  of  delicate  psychological  problems. 

The  second  session  started  with  a  talk  by  the  F.S,A,E,Vs  co-^ordinator 
of  the  project  on  the  role  of  the  Family  Service  Association  in  the  "Uncle- 
Little  Brother"  relationship.     The  second  period  was  conducted  by  an  Uncle 
involved  in  the  'first  group'  who  related  his  personal  experiences.     The  main 
points  stressed  in  the  meeting  were.'     1)  the  kind  of  child  involved  In  the 
programme  (those  who  do  not  have  acute  psychological  or  physical  problems) , 
and  2)  the  importance  of  the  first  meeting  between  the  Uncle  and  Little  Brother 
(the  mother  being  quite  anxious  and  the  child  "not  knowing  what  to  do") « 

The  third  session  centered  on  the  experience  of  two  Uncles  involved 
in  the  'first  group'.     Major  attention  was  focused  on  the  relationship  between 
the  child  and  the  Uncle,  with  secondary  reference  to  the  relation  between  the 
mother  and  the  Uncle.     The  Uncles  discussed  the  changes  they  would  like  to  see 
in  their  Little  Brother's  personality  and  also  how  it  would  not  be  realistic 


-  10  ~ 


to  make  immediate  generalizations  from  one  relationship  to  another.  The 
relationship  with  the  mother  was  discussed  and  any  kind  of  relationship  was 
discouraged  unless  it  came  under  a  counsellor's  supervision. 

The  fourth  session  centered  on  the  ways  an  Uncle  should  face  the 
problems  he  could  encounter  with  his  Little  Brother »    A  child  was  introduced 
to  the  group  and  acted  five  different  problems  for  each  Uncle  present^.  The 
Uncle  had  to  find  a  way  to  solve  these.     The  five  problems  (seen  as  typical 
ones  in  the  relationship  Uncle-Little  Brother)  were 2     1)   Vy  father  was  the 
best*;  2)   'this  is  the  first  meeting';  3)     'the  shy  boy';  4)   'my  mother 
takes  my  money';  and  5)   'how  babies  are  born'. 

8 

Of  the  eleven  Uncles    registered  for  the  April  training  session^  all 
were  present  at  the  first  two  sessions,  six  attended  the  third,  and  nine 
attended  the  last  one. 

4.    Matching  Process 

This  process  was  perhaps  the  most  complex  of  the  whole  programme.  Its 
aim  was  to  select  an  appropriate  Uncle  for  each  Little  Brother  available. 

The  first  procedure  of  this  phase  consisted  of  selecting  fifteen 
children  from  the  'matching  list'.     This  selection  was  made  by  two  F.S.A.E. 
counsellors,  and  priority  was  given  according  to  the  following  criteria: 
1)     length  of  time  on  the  list  (the  principle  of  'first  arrived  -  first  served' 
was  applied;  2)  the  children  having  no  particular  emotional  or  physical 
difficulties  were  preferred;  and  3)     the  one-child  family  or  the  family  with 

7  The  objective  in  using  role-play  situations  with  prospective  Uncles  was  to 
indicate  that  the  kids  would  require  particular  attention  and  that  the 
Uncles  must  relate  to  the  boys,  recognizing  the  multiple  concerns  they 
might  bring  to  them. 

8  Of  the  13  ready  for  the  April  training ^  two  were  referred  to  a  June 
training  session.  
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more  than  one  child  but  with  a  large  age  difference  was  preferred  over 
families  of  many  boys  of  approximately  the  same  age  (this,  in  order  to  avoid 
complications  between  the  children  and/or  with  one  or  more  Uncles  involved 
with  the  same  family) . 

The  second  procedure  in  matching j  after  examining  the  files  of  all 
9 

of  the  Uncles  (13)     and  all  Little  Brothers  was  to  decide  who  would  fit 
best  together.    A  round-table  of  four  senior  counsellors  was  formed  and  the 
following  general  statements  seem  to  have  been  used  as  criteria  for  matching 

1)  An  Uncle  with  a  particular  area(s)  of  interest  can  be  matched  to  a 
Little  Brother  with  the  same  interest  (three  cases  fell  into  this 
category) . 

2)  An  Uncle  who  is  apprehensive  about  the  success  and/or  responsibilities 
of  the  relationship  and/or  an  Uncle  afraid  of  his  own  emotions  can  be 
matched  to  a  Little  Brother  who  is  expressive,  sensitive  to  attention, 
quite  young  (6-10) ^  and  with  no  problems  - —  if  the  Little  Brother  has 
problems,  the  counsellor  supports  the  Uncle  during  supervision  (three 
cases  fell  in  this  category) . 

3)  An  over-socialized  Uncle  can  be  matched  to  a  very  socialized  but  very 
sensitive  child,  provided  the  emphasis  on  over-socialization  is  raised 
during  supervision  (one  case  fell  into  this  category) . 

4)  A  bachelor  and/or  young  Uncle  should  not  be  matched  to  an  'old*  Little 
Brother  who  has  problems,  unless  the  Uncle  is  admittedly  mature  (three 
fell  into  this  category) . 


9     Including"' t,he  two  Uncles  of  the  June  sessions. 
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5)  A  young  Uncle  with  experience  in  similar  programmes  can  be  matched  to 

a  young  Little  Brother  who  has  problems  (one  case  fell  into  this  category) . 

6)  Religious  affiliation  should  be  considered  secondary  to  compatibility  in 
the  relationship.     No  cases  were  matched  on  the  basis  of  religious 
affiliation,     (These  statements  are  based  on  the  content  analysis  of 
each  Uncle's  file.) 

It  must  be  noted  at  this  point  that  of  the  thirteen  Uncles  available 
for  matching  J  three  found  it  impossible  to  become  immediately  involved  and, 
consequently,  were  delayed.     The  reasons  provided  were:     vacations  (1), 
pending  (1),  new  responsibilities  (1).     On  the  other  hand,  of  the  ten  Uncles 
matched  to  Little  Brothers,  two  have  had  to  be  rematched  due  to  remarriage 
of  mothers. 

5 .    Meeting  with  the  Family 

This  step  was  to  introduce  each  Uncle  to  his  selected  Little  Brother. 
For  this  purpose,  the  counsellor  contacted  both  the  Uncle  and  the  Little 
Brother's  mother  for  an  appointment  at  the  Family  Service  Association  offices. 

At  the  time  of  the  appointment,  the  counsellor  first  saw  the  Uncle 
alone,  gave  him  a  short  breakdown  of  the  family  background,  and  answered  his 
questions.     Secondly,  the  counsellor  introduced  the  mother  to  the  Uncle  and 
engaged  in  a  discussion  of  the  Uncle's  personality  characteristics  and 
professional  status.     Thirdly,  the  child  was  introduced  to  the  Uncle  and 
arrangements  were  made  for  their  first  outing  together.     Future  meetings 
between  the  Uncle  and  the  counsellor  were  also  arranged.     In  most  cases,  this 
initial  meeting  took  approximately  one  hour. 
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By  the  end  of  June,   ten  Uncles  of  the  'second  group'      were  involved 
±Xi  an  ongoing  relation  with  a  Little  Brother. 

6 .  Supervising  Process 

This  refers  to  a  counselling  type  of  relationship  which  exists 

11 

between  the  people  involved  in  the  programme. 

Firstly  J  it  involves  the  supervision  of  two  junior  counsellors  by 
a  senior  counsellor;  secondly,  the  two  junior  counsellors  are  in  turn 
responsible  for  the  supervision  of  the  Little  Brothers,  the  Uncles,  and 
the  mothers  involved  in  the  programme. 

The  supervision  process  which  exists  between  the  counsellors  is 
both  informal  and  formal.     In  the  latter  case,  information  is  to  be  found 
either  in  the  "Uncles  at  Large  Progress  Files",  or  in  the  "memo  filing 
system"  of  the  agency.     The  relation  of  the  two  counsellors  to  the  Uncles, 
the  Little  Brothers  and  the  Mothers  of  the  programme  is  clearly  a  formal  one. 
After  the  Uncle  has  met  with  the  family,  one  formal  meeting  between  the 
Uncle  and  the  counsellor  is  usually  scheduled  after  three  weeks  of  involve- 
ment in  the  programrae.     After  such  a  meeting,  the  counsellor  contacts  the 
mother  to  enquire  about  her  feelings  and  to  receive  her  comments.  Subsequent 
meetings  between  the  Uncle,  the  mother  and  the  counsellor  are  arranged 
according  to  the  situation  and  all  details  of  these  meetings  are  duly  recorded. 

7 .  Recording  Process 

This  process  refers  mainly  to  a  system  of  information  recording.  In 

10  And  two  more  Uncles  were  ready  to  meet  with  the  family  by  September. 

11  Officially,  refers  to  educational  process  with  an  emphasis  on  arrangement 
and  dialogue. 
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fact,  all  the  information  pertaining  to  the  relationship  between  the  Family 
Service  Association's  staff  and  the  people  involved  in  the  programme  is 
registered  in  a  centralized  filing  system  which  forms  part  of  the  administra- 
tion service  of  the  agency.     Consequently,  all  the  Uncles  at  Large  files  are 
under  the  seal  of  confidentiality.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  only  way  in 
which  the  Uncles  at  Large  files  differ  from  the  others  is  in  the  color  of 
the  labels » 

The  type  of  information  available  in  the  case  of  the  Uncles  and  in 
the  case  of  the  families,  and  also  the  processes  used  to  obtain  this  informa- 
tion, are  as  follows: 

In  the  case  of  the  Uncles,  five  means  were  used  to  obtain  the 
information: 

1)  The  completion  of  an  'incoming  status  form^  :     This  form  was 
used  during  the  intake  process »     The  information  gathered  was :  date 
of  visit,  marital  status,  profession,  source  of  referral,  academic 
status,  age,  number  of  children,  name  of  counsellor  to  visit,  race, 
religion,  etc.   (See  Appendix  B) . 

2)  The  completion  of  three  psychological  tests:     These  tests  were 
given  during  the  testing  process.     Intelligence,  personality  traits, 
and  special  disturbances  or  abnormalities  were  assessed. 

3)  The  observations  of  the  senior  counsellor:     These  observations 
were  made  during  the  training  process.     Frequency  of  attendance,  and 
level  of  participation  were  reported,  and  suggestions  were  made 
regarding  the  type  of  Little  Brother  to  be  provided  to  each  Uncle. 
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4)  The  observations  of  the  psychiatrist;     These  were  made  during 
the  testing  phase  (interview) »     The  psycho-social  history  of  the 
Uncle,  based  on  direct  questions  related  to  the  psychological  tests, 
was  reported.     The  general  attitude,  physical  and  emotional 
presentation  of  the  Uncle ^  were  also  reported, 

5)  The  observations  of  the  junior  counsellors;     These  were  made 
during  the  meeting  with  the  family.     An  elaborated  description  of 
the  topics  discussed,  and  of  the  general  attitude  of  the  Uncle, 
his  physical  and  emotional  presentation  were  recorded. 

In  the  case  of  the  family,  a  minimum  of  two  means  were  used  to  gather 
the  information: 

1)  The  completion  of  an  'incoming  status  form';     This  form  was 
used  during  the  in-take  process  ~  the  information  recorded  was 
similar  to  that  of  the  Uncles. 

2)  The  observations  of  the  counsellors;     These  were  made  during 
the  meeting  with  the  family  and  are  similar  to  those  obtained  for 
the  Uncle.     Included  here  is  each  visit  to  the  family's  home  or  any 
phone  calls . 

In  the  case  where  the  family  had  been  involved  with  the  agency  prior 
to  the  programme,  supplementary  information  was  recorded. 
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SECTION  II 

ANALYSIS  OF  THE  PROGRAIylME  ORGANIZATION 

Using  the  two  general  objectives  of  the  programme  as  a  basis 
for  evaluation,  the  above  elements  of  the  programme  have  been  examined. 
This  examination,  it  will  be  noted ^  centered  particularly  on  the  elements 
for  which  program  improvements  seemed  necessary.     Briefly,  these  objectives 
are:     1)     Developmerit  of  human  potentialities ^  and  2)     The  use  of  the 
scientific  method. 

1.  Intake 

This  process,  as  noted  above,  involved:     a)     the  recruiting  of 
Uncles  and,  b)     the  recruiting  of  families  or  children.     Three  major  and 
related  observations  were  made  in  this  regard: 

A.  Of  the  16  Uncles  recruited,  13  were  recruited  by  the  C»P.C.  and 
three  by  the  F.S.A.E. 

B.  Of  the  68  families,  57  were  recruited  by  the  F.S.A,E.,  and  three 
by  the  C.P.C. 

C.  For  the  16  Uncles  recruited,  68  families  were  recruited  ~  (involving 
100  children)  -  and  after  screening,  13  Uncles  remained  and  were 
matched  to  the  first  15  children. 

From  the  first  two  observations,  it  can  be  deduced  that  both  F.S^A.E. 
and  C.P.C.  were  engaged  in  the  task  of  recruitment  -  it  should  be  noted  that 
the  C.P.C.  was  more  successful  in  regard  to  the  Uncles,  while  the  F.S.A.E. 
was  more  successful  in  the  case  of  the  families. 
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In  regard  to  the  first  criterion  of  analysis  (cost  of  operation 
and  use  of  available  facilities  and  potential)  these  observations  raise 
one  practical  question:     What  should  be  the  role  of  these  two  groups  in 
the  in- take  process? 

Since  there  is  a  great  variety  of  roles  that  each  group  (F,S»A,E. 
and  C.P.C.)  can  undertake  in  the  present  process  of  the  programme,  we  will 
suggest  two  alternatives  which  would  appear  to  be  the  easiest  and  the  most 
functional. 

Recommendation : 

1)  Either,  each  group  recruits  the  type  of  people  with  which 
it  has  already  indicated  some  success  (families  or  Uncles) j  or 

2)  One  of  the  two  groups  will  recruit  both  families  and  Uncles. 

A  necessary  requirement  of  the  first  alternative  is  that  a 
coordinating  body  involving  the  F.S.A.E.  and  the  CoP.C.  be  set  up 
to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  the  following:     a)  duplication  of 
publicity  effort,  b)  duplication  in  the  registration  of  families 
and  Uncles. 

A  basic  requirement  of  both  alternatives  is  to  determine 
in  advance,  the  number  of  families  that  will  be  needed  for  the 
number  of  Uncles  available. 

2.  Testing 

This  process,  as  noted  above,  involved:     a)  the  testing  of  Uncles, 
and  b)  the  screening  of  the  families. 


»  18  " 


Again J  the  three  psychological  instruments  used  to  "screen"  the 
Uncles  desirous  of  participating  in  the  programme  were:     the  M.M.P.I., 
Sack's  Sentence  Completion  Test  and  a  sub-test  of  the  Weschler  Intelligence 
Scale.     Considering  the  nature  of  these  tests  and  their  use  in  the  programme, 

it  was  assumed  that:     1)  from  the  M.M.Pel,^  various  types  of  abnormal 
behaviour  might  be  detected  (for  example ^  the  Uncles  showing  a  propensity 
towards  schizophrenia  or  depression  on  the  test,  would  be  eliminated); 
2)     Sack's  Sentence  Completion  Test  and  the  encounter  with  the  F.S.A.E. 
psychiatrist  would  reassure  about  the  above  tendencies  and  perhaps  help 
detect  other  abnormal  tendencies;  3)     the  third  test  used  (sub-test  of  the 
Weschler  Intelligence  Scale)  aimed  at  the  elimination  of  prospective  Uncles 
of  low  I=Q,   (on  the  test)  who  supposedly  would  not  know  how  to  handle 
various  unexpected  situations. 

In  regard  to  the  second  criterion  of  analysis  (application  of  the 
scientific  method)  one  objection  can  be  legitimately  put  forth  concerning 
the  use  of  the  M, M.P.I,  in  the  present  programme.     This  objection  is  a 

traditional  one  and  can  best  be  formulated  through  recognized  scholars  in 

12 

the  area  of  psychological  testing.        After  stating  that  the  M»M,P.I.  "was 
originally  developed  as  a  tool  for  studying  individuals  suspected  of  exhibiting 
some  degree  of  psychopathology" ,  Thorndike  and  Hagen  concluded  from  their 
analysis  of  the  test  that  the  "widespread  use  of  an  instrument  and  a  set  of 
scales  with  a  basically  psychopathological  orientation  raises  serious  questions 
of  both  a  methodological  and  an  ethical  nature". 


12    Thorndike,  R.L,,  E.  Hagen.     Measurement  and  Evaluation  in  Psychology 
and  Education.     Toronto:     Wiley,  1969.     pp.  404-408. 
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Although  the  dubious  nature  of  this  test  does  not  necessarily 
invalidate  its  results ,  we  believe  it  would  have  been  more  appropriate 
to  use  it  only  in  certain  conditions.  In  fact,  it  could  have  been  more 
logical  and  less  time-consuming  to  administer  the  projective  test  only 
(Sack  Completion)  and  arrange  a  meeting  with  the  psychiatrist;  if  these 
two  means  had  left  doubts  as  to  the  existence  of  abnormal  behaviour  in 
the  individuals  then  the  M.M^P.I.  (or  other  similar  scale  of  deviancy) 
could  have  been  administered. 

On  the  basis  of  the  cost  and  method,  we  believe  that  the  I.Q. 
test  used  to  determine  the  level  of  intelligence  of  an  Uncle  is  super- 
fluous for  at  least  two  reasons:     1)     since  none  of  the  Little  Brothers 
had  their  I,Q.  measured ^  the  I.Q.  measurement  of  an  Uncle  cannot  serve  as 
a  basis  for  matching,  and  2)     since  the  Uncle's  testing  process  involves  a 
meeting  with  a  psychiatrist  and  an  examination  of  the  Uncle's  background, 
it  is  assumed  that  this  process  can  provide  a  fairly  adequate  measure  of  the 
cognitive  suitability  of  a  prospective  Uncle.     In  addition  to  these,  it 

can  be  considered  that  the  instrument  of  measure  is  only  more  or  less  valid 

13 

since  according  to  Thorndike  and  Hagen  this  test  is  "highly  dependent  upon 
a  limited  verbal  type  of  ability"  and,  in  fact,  the  test  failed  to 

recognize  linguistic  difficulties  in  one  case. 
Recommendation : 

It  would  seem  more  logical,  less  time-consuming,  and  less 
costly,  if  the  testing  procedure  of  the  Uncles  consisted  primarily 


13    Ibid,  p.  306. 
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of  the  use  of  a  short  structured  test^  such  as  the  California 
Personality  Inventory  which  would  be  completed  by  a  meeting 
with  a  psychiatrist.     If  uncertainties  in  regard  to  abnormal 
behaviour  or  low  I,Q.  were  detected ^  then  additional  scales  or 
tests  could  be  used.     In  such  cases j  the  Rotter  Incomplete  Sentences 
Blank  and  the  Weschler  Adult  Intelligence  Scale  seem  appropriate. 

It  was  noted  previously  that  the  families  which  were  to  be  involved 
in  the  programme  were  screened  according  to  three  criteria: 

a)  the  mother's  and  boy's  desire  to  be  involved  in  the  programme j 

b)  the  ^normal'  mental  or  emotional  condition  of  the  mother  and 
the  boy,  and 

c)  the  marital  (or  other)  status  of  the  mother. 

The  first  and  third  criteria  used  in  the  selection  of  the  family 
revealed  themselves  to  be  appropriate  in  terms  or  organizational  adequacy.  In 
fact,  11  of  the  15  cases  elim.inatsd  were  done  so  through  the  use  of  these  two 
criteria.     However,  the  second  criterion  is  questionnable  since  no  formal 
procedures  seem  to  have  been  used  to  test  the  "normality"  of  the  boys  and  of 
the  mother.     On  the  other  hand 5  in  terms  of  the  implicit  objectives  of  the 
programme,  i.e.  maximum  use  of  the  Uncles  and  benefit  to  society,  the  second 
and  third  criteria  appear  questionnable.     In  fact,  if  the  boy  who  is  accepted 
into  the  programme  has  to  be  "normal"  or  free  of  problems,  it  could  be  argued 
that  he  has  little  need  for  what  the  programme  has  to  offer.     It  is  most 
probable  that  this  boy  has  already  started  to  internalize,  through  his  friends, 
neighbors,  teachers,  and  relatives,  an  adequate  image  of  a  mature  man  (which 
only  coincides  with  the  image  of  his  Uncle),     As  conclude  Herzog  and  Sudia: 
"the  evidence  so  far  available,  offers  no  firm  basis  for  assuming  that  boys 
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who  grow  up  in  fatherless  homes  are  more  likely,  as  men,  to  suffer  from 
inadequate  masculine  identity  as  a  result  of  lacking  a  resident  male 
model.  ""^^    The  adequacy  of  the  third  criterion  is  discussed  in  the  General 
Conclusions  (  page  70) . 

Recommendation ; 

It  seems  essential  that  two  criteria  used  in  the  selection 
of  prospective  families  for  the  progra.mme  be  retained  ^     a)  the 
mother's  and  boy's  desire  to  participate  in  the  programme,  and 
b)     the  marital  status  or  the  mother ' s  involvement  with  a 
prospective  husband. 

Secondly,  it  is  not  believed  that  the  Uncles'  involvement 
with  "normal"  kids  (who  do  not  appear  in  need  of  developing  or  of 
internalizing  a  mature  adult  male  image)  and /or  fatherless  children 
(only)  is  the  best  approach  in  order  to  maximize  the  use  of  the 
Uncles  available,  and  their  effect  on  the  society. 

3.  Training 

We  observed  that  in  all  four  sessions  held,  "problems"  related  to 
the  boy  were  presented;  in  three  of  the  sessions,  "problems"  and  "type  of 
relationship  between  the  Uncle  and  the  mother"  were  dealt  with;  in  two  of  the 
sessions,  the  "nature  of  the  programme"  and  the  Uncle's  personal  experiences 
were  presented. 

The  frequent  recurrence  of  the  same  topic  suggests  that  duplications 
during  the  training  process  of  the  Uncles  were  most  widespread.  Consequently, 
it  can  be  assumed  that  the  training  sessions  were  unduly  time-consuming  and 
costly.     This  assumption  seems  to  be  substantiated  by  the  following  second 
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observation.     The  attendance  at  the  third  training  session  was  6/11.  It 
could  be  argued  that  this  ratio  was  equally  good  or  bad,  but  if  we  consider: 
that  the  total  number  of  Uncles  was  quite  small  (11) ,  that  they  were  individually 
selected,  and  that  they  desired  to  be  involved  in  this  project,  it  can  be 
easily  believed  that  this  low  rate  of  attendance  is  not  a  coincidence. 

Recommendation : 


1)  The  same  topic  should  be  dealt  with  only  once  in  training  sessions. 
In  this  regard  we  would  suggest  that  the  sessions  deal  with  topics 

in  the  following  order:     (1)  the  nature  of  the  programme,   (2)  experience 
of  the  mothers  and  of  the  Uncles,  and  (3)  problems  related  to  the  boy, 
the  mother  and  the  Uncle, 

2)  The  Uncles  should  be  given  an  attitude  questionnaire  regarding 
the  training  sessions.     This  procedure  could  help  to  verify  the 
assumption  that  training  sessions  are  unduly  time-consuming  and  costly. 
It  would  also  help  in  the  planning  of  future  training  sessions. 

4.  Matching 

The  first  procedure  of  this  phase  involved  the  selection  of  children 
from  the  "matching  list"  and  the  second  procedure  consisted  of  matching  each 
Uncle  with  a  child. 

In  regard  to  the  first  procedure,  it  was  observed  that  the  first 
criterion  used  in  the  selection  of  the  boys  to  be  matched  was ^     "First  arrived  - 
first  served".     Since  it  is  recognized"^^  that  the  middle-class  and  upper- 


15    Geisel,  P.N.,  National  Urban  Low  Income  Family  Evaluation,  Unpublished 
Research  Report,  Canadian  Welfare  Council,  Ottawa,  1967. 
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class  strata  of  our  society  are  generally  more  aware  and  more  sensitive  to 
the  services  offered  by  the  community  than  the  lower  socio-economic  strata, 
the  above  principle  of  selection  suggests  unequal  opportunity  of  participation 
in  the  Uncles  at  Large  programme. 

Recommendation : 

To  ensure  that  everyone  is  afforded  equal  opportunity,  there 
should  be  a  system  to  ensure  that  those  children  who  are  most  in 
need  of  such  a  programme  be  involved  in  it. 

In  regard  to  the  second  procedure,  it  was  observed  that  of  the  68 
children  available  for  the  Uncles,  15  were  selected  to  be  matched  with  the 
13  Uncles  at  hand.     This  observation  suggests  that  an  Uncle  had  to  be  matched 
to  a  child  whatever  criteria  to  be  used.     This  is  supported  by  the  fact  that 
although  six  criteria  were  found  as  having  been  used  in  the  matching  process, 
most  of  them  were  not  determined  in  advance.     (This  is  based  on  a  comparison 
between  the  six  criteria  at  hand  and  a  list  of  criteria  sent  to  us  before 
the  start  of  the  project.)    We  can  infer,  then,  that  most  matching  Criteria 
were  built  up  as  the  matching  process  went  on. 

Since  no  precise  information  was  obtained  besides  that  gathered  above 
(descriptive  approach),  not  much  can  be  analyzed  or  discussed;  nevertheless, 
two  major  questions  are  worth  being  formulated  in  regard  to  the  criteria  used 
for  the  matching  of  Uncles  and  Little  Brothers: 

1)    Why  certain  types  of  characteristics  and  not  others?  For 
example,  of  the  six  criteria,  only  one  (religion)  referred  to  socio- 
economic background,  all  the  others  referred  to  temperamental  or 
psychological  characteristics. 
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2)    Why  should  characteristics  of  the  Uncle  and  of  the  boy  some- 
times be  similar,  sometimes  be  dissimilar?    The  general  question 
raised  here  is:     on  which  theoretical  or  empirical  basis  were  these 
criteria  selected? 

In  regard  to  the  matching  procedure  itself y  one  essential  feature 
can  be  questionned:     after  an  Uncle  was  matched  to  a  boy,  was  the  pair 
drawn  out  of  the  population  to  be  matched?     If  the  answer  to  this  question 
is  yes,  then  the  opportunity  for  the  first  people  to  be  matched  adequately 
was  greater  than  the  opportunity  the  last  ones  had.     In  fact,  the  first 
Uncle  had  a  choice  of  15  children,  the  second  Uncle  -  14  children  — - 
the  last  Uncle  had  a  choice  of  only  three  children  (the  three  left) . 

Recommendation ; 

In  regard  to  the  matching  process,  insufficient  information 
was  obtained  in  order  to  judge  the  events  as  they  really  occurred « 
Consequently,  our  recommendation  should  not  be  viewed  as  a  result 
of  the  analysis  of  the  situation,  but  only  as  a  model  to  be*  followed. 

Alternatives  as  to  how  to  match  the  Uncles  with  the  boys  are 
hereby  proposed: 

1)  If  a  matching  procedure  according  to  a  certain  criteria  is 
not  viewed  necessary,  then  one  of  the  classical  random  proce- 
dures should  be  applied  to  match  the  cases  at  hand. 

2)  If  a  matching  procedure  (according  to  certain  criteria) 
is  seen  as  necessary  or  meaningful,  then: 
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(a)  either  J,  a  certain  theory  or  certain  empirical  data 
should  be  available  to  "back"  the  criteria  in  use,  or 

(b)  the  actual  criteria  should  be  used  consistently  and 
then  serve  as  a  basis  for  research  -  in  such  a  case,  a 
systematic  evaluation  would  be  necessary  after  a  period 
of  time , 

In  either  (a)  or  (b)  reliable  and  validated  instruments  should  be 
used  to  acknowledge  the  nature  of  criteria  in  use,  for  both  the 
Uncle  and  the  boy. 

5 .  Meeting  with  the  Family 

No  particular  problems  were  noted  in  regard  to  this  element  of 
the  programme o 

6 .  Supervising  Process 

No  particular  problems  were  noted  in  regard  to  this  element  of 
the  programme. 

7.  Recording 

Five  ways  of  obtaining  information  were  used  in  the  case  of  the 
Uncles,     Of  these,  two  (trainer's  observations ^  counsellor's  observations) 
seemed  open  to  criticism  although  perhaps  not  crucial  in  terms  of  the  aims 
of  the  programme. 

In  regard  to  the  trainer's  observations,  at  least  one  point  can  be 
made  which  emphasizes  a  dubious  dimension  of  the  procedure.     It  could  be 
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argued  that  the  dual  role  of  the  trainer  as  an  "organizer"  (of  the  training 
sessions)  and  as  an  "observer"  (whose  observations  were  used  to  recommend 
the  type  of  Little  Brother  to  be  assigned  to  each  Uncle)  raises  a  question  of 
an  ethical  nature.     In  fact,  the  trainer's  role  as  observer  and  the  trainer's 
observations  were  not  known  or  made  available  to  the  Uncles. 

In  regard  to  the  "counsellor's  observations",  at  least  three  points 
can  be  made  which  emphasize  the  dubious  nature  of  the  procedure.     Firstly,  it 
could  be  argued  that  the  Uncles'  physical  and  emotional  traits,  as  well  as 
the  topics  discussed  between  the  Uncles  and  the  counsellor,  did  not  have  to 
be  extensively  recorded,  since  the  Uncles  had  been  already  "screened"  and  were 
found  "normal".     The  extensive  information  recorded  suggests,  in  fact,  that  the 
Uncles  were  under  some  sort  of  therapy  where  careful  recording  of  various 
psychological  traits  was  essential.     Secondly,  it  could  be  argued  that  since 
the  information  gathered  by  the  counsellor  was  not  based  on  particular  criteria 
of  observation  -  as  it  appeared  to  be  gathered  at  random  (or  subjectively 
selected)  -  then  the  information  recorded  would  not  offer  a  high  degree  of 
validity  and  reliability.     Thirdly,  a  question  of  ethics  is  again  raised  by 
the  fact  that  the  counsellor's  observations  were  not  made  available  to  the 
Uncles  for  consultation. 

Recommendation ; 

1)  Although  the  "trainer"  could  well  provide  some  observations  to  the 
"counsellor",  when  needed  —  his  role  as  an  "observer"  should  be 
acknowledged  by  the  Uncles. 

2)  The  role  of  the  counsellor  in  the  recording  process  should  only 
consist  of  reporting  the  basic  elements  of  his  relationship  with  the 


2  7  - 


Uncle  and  this  information  should  be  made  available  to  the  Uncle. 
Also,  the  recording  of  the  counsellor's  observations  could  be 
facilitated  by  introducing  a  few  standard  criteria  which  would: 

a)  provide  a  more  complete  picture  of  the  on-going  relationship, 

b)  reduce  subjectivism,  and  c)  still  leave  room  for  personal 
insights . 


PART  II 


PROGRAMME'S  IMPACT 
ON      THE  CHILDREN 
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METHODOLOGY 

For  the  purpose  of  this  study  it  was  assumed  that  the  impact  of 
the  programme  on  the  Little  Brothers  (children)  would  coincide  with  the 
objectives  of  the  prograimne »     In  order  to  obtain  a  general  view  of  these 
objectives s  we  not  only  examined  the  U,A,L«  objectives ^  but  also  the 
objectives  of  similar  programmes  in  Canada  and  in  the  United  States.  In 
reviewing  the  literature  on  these  programmes ^  we  listed  a  series  of 
attitudes  and  behaviours  which  are  expected  to  be  the  outcome  of  such 
programmes.     These  are,  in  order  from  most  general  to  most  specific: 

A.  First  order  of  attitudes  and  behaviours: 

1)  Development  of  all  elements  of  the  personality^^ 

2)  Achievement  of  full  potential  '^''^ 

3)  Attainment  of  highest  physical,  mental j  emotional 
and  spiritual  development^^ 

4)  General  growth  and  development  ^ 

20 

B.  Second  order  of  attitudes  and  behaviours: 

1)  Stability 

2)  Maturity 

3)  Responsibility 

4)  Adjustment 

C.  Third  order  of  attitudes  and  behaviours: 

on 

1)  Better  control  of  behaviour 

1  Q  OA 

2)  Prevention  of  juvenile  delinquency  ' 

3)  Improvement  of  social  relationships^^ 

4)  Learn  to  co-operate  from  an  adult's  point  of  view^^"^ 


16.  The  Art  of  Friendship,  Big  Brothers  of  America,  1960. 

17.  Herzog,  E.,  S.E.  Sudia,  "Fatherless  Homes:     A  Review  of  Research" 
Children,  October,  1968,  pp.  177-182. 

18.  The  Big  Brother  Program  of  Service  for  the  Fatherless  Boy,  Big 
Brothers  of  Canada  Association,  1968. 

19.  Royfe,  E.H.,  "The  Role  of  a  Social  Worker  in  a  Big  Brother  Agency", 
Social  Casework. 

20.  Recommended  Standards  for  Acceptable  Big  Brother  Work,  Big  Brothers  of 
Canada  Association,  1966. 
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C.  (Continued 

16 


5)  Learn  how  to  compete' 

6)  Sense  of  security 

7)  More  confidence^ 

8)  Ego  ideals  and  friendship 

9)  Achieving  masculinity^^ 

10)  Better  knowledge  of  own  limitations  and  abilities^^ 

11)  More  concern  about  people^^ 

12)  Tendency  to  be  dishonest  or  take  shortcuts  diminished'^^ 

13)  Realize  importance  of  human  values  which  have  no 
relationship  with  money:  enjoy  hiking,  picnics, 
visits,  theatres,  home-^^ 

D.     Fourth  order  of  attitudes  and  behaviours: 

20 

1)  Take  responsibilities 

2)  Learn  new  topic  in  discussion"^^ 

3)  Improve  participation  in  organizations-^^ 

4)  Enjoy  school  work-^^ 

5)  Guides  for  work  opportunity^^ 

6)  Better  relations  with  family^^ 

7)  Interpersonal  relationships  in  which  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  emotion^-^ 


It  seems  obvious  from  this  literature  that  such  programmes  as  the 
Uncles  at  Large  are  expected  to  produce  changes  or  to  prevent  the 
development  of  selected  attitudes  and  behaviours.     When  we  examine  all 
these  notions  together,  we  can  summarize  the  hypothetical  impact  of  the 
Uncles  at  Large  as:     "An  improvement  of  the  children's  individual 
personalities  and/or  the  prevention  of  socially  inadequate  attitudes  and 
behaviour" . 

Three  approaches  have  been  used  in  order  to  "test"  this  general 
notion  claimed  by  the  programme.     Firstly,  the  researcher  decided  to  get 
involved  in  the  programme  himself  and  attempt  to  observe  directly  its 
development  and  its  effect  on  the  Little  Brother  assigned  to  him.  Secondly, 


21.    Menninger,  W.C.,  The  Therapy  of  Friendship,  Big  Brothers  of  America 
Inc.,  1956. 
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an  attitude  questionnaire  was  filled  in  by  a  group  of  Little  Brothers  one 
year  after  their  involvement  in  the  programme ,  and  thirdly,  the  researcher 
selected  and  administered  a  psychological  test  which  would  evaluate  as  many 
as  16  personality  traits  related  to  the  ones  referred  to  in  the  literature 
of  the  programme.     This  test  was  administered  to  a  group  of  Little  Brothers 
before  they  were  admitted  into  the  programme  and  again  one  and  a  half  years 
after  they  had  been  involved  in  the  programme. 
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SECTION  I 

PARTICIPANT  OBSERVATION 

It  is  a  widely  accepted  fact  that  emotional  and  personal  involvement 

in  an  activity  or  situation  which  one  has  to  investigate  is  particularly 
conducive  to  bias  which  is  inconsistent  with  impartial  and  objective  study 
of  human  relations.     Nevertheless,  it  was  felt  that  in  the  present  case, 
such  involvement  would  not  particularly  disrupt  the  procedures  but,  on  the 
contrary,  would  give  some  insights  into  the  phenomenon  which  could  not  have 
been  obtained  otherwise. 

The  observer  underwent  all  the  necessary  procedures  to  become  an 
Uncle  and,  in  addition,  took  part  in  a  few  regular  activities  of  the  C.P,C, 
and  of  the  F.S.A.E,   in  order  to  become  more  familiar  with  other  Uncles  at 
Large  and  their  experiences.    Within  the  one-year  duration  of  his  assignment, 
the  researcher  had  met  his  Little  Brother  on  an  average  of  once  a  month  (the 
programme's  recommendation  is  to  meet  with  him  once  a  week)  and  spent  an 
average  of  five  hours  with  him  each  time.     The  following  observations  were 
made: 

1.  The  Little  Brother  appeared  well  socialized  (brought  up)  and 
mature  enough  for  his  age  and  did  not  pose  any  particular 
problem  or  threat. 

2.  The  relationship  was  rewarding  for  the  researcher  when  the 
Little  Brother  "expressed  himself"  spontaneously  and  when  he 
seemed  to  enjoy  the  meetings.     It  gave  the  researcher  great 
pleasure  when  the  mother  appeared  happy  that  someone  was 
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caring  about  her  son.     In  fact,  when  the  time  came  to  close 
the  relationship,  it  was  very  difficult  for  the  researcher  to 
announce  it  to  the  Little  Brother  (although  not  to  the  mother) . 

3.  The  researcher  noted  that  the  Little  Brother  was  easily- 
imitating  him,  when  they  were  together. 

4,  The  researcher  also  found  that  the  Little  Brother  had  many  male 
friends  of  his  age  and  that  he  was  frequently  with  adults  such 
as  neighbours.  Uncles  (real  ones)  and  mother's  friends.  The 
frequency  of  these  meetings  with  other  adults  seemed  greater 
than  the  frequency  of  meetings  with  his  'Uncle  at  Large' . 

In  terms  of  the  effects  of  his  relationship  with  his  Little  Brother, 
the  researcher  has  not  been  able  to  observe  any  particular  changes.  However, 
in  meeting  with  the  mother,  it  was  mentioned  that  the  Little  Brother  had 
"matured"  significantly  while  meeting  with  his  'Uncle'. 
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SECTION  II 

QUESTIONNAIRE  APPROACH 

A  structured  questionnaire  (Appendix  C)  consisting  of  25  questions 
concerning  the  programme  in  general ^  the  Uncles  at  Large,  and  the  social 
worker  was  completed  by  six  of  the  Little  Brothers  after  one  year  of  involve- 
ment in  the  programme.     The  ages  of  these  Little  Brothers  were  7,  8,  9, 
10  and  17.     Fourteen  of  these  questions  were  used  as  an  explorative  index 
of  the  effects  of  the  programme  on  the  Little  Brother,     The  remainder  were 
used  to  assess  the  type  of  relationship  the  Little  Brother  had  with  his 
Uncle  and  with  the  social  worker,  and  in  order  to  detect  any  particular 
problem  which  could  have  arisen  from  these  relationships: 

A.     Questions  on  the  effect  of  the  programme: 

1)  To  the  question:     "Do  you  think  having  an  Uncle  at  Large  was 
a  good  idea?",  all  answered  positively.     Two  Little  Brothers 
explained  that  it  was  "fun",  and  that  "it  gave  us  a  chance  to 
go  out  with  a  man  and  someone  to  talk  to". 

2)  To  the  question:     "Do  you  think  having  an  Uncle  at  Large  helped 
you  to  solve  some  of  your  problems?",  all  except  one  answered 
positively. 

3)  To  the  question:     "Do  you  think  having  an  Uncle  at  Large  helped 
you  to  understand  yourself  better?",  four  of  the  six  answered 
positively.     The  negative  answers  possibly  indicated  that  there 
was  no  need  or  no  perception  of  the  need  to  understand  self  better. 
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To  the  question:     "Did  you  learn  new  things  from  your  Uncle 
at  Large?",  all  except  one  answered  positively. 

To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large  do  you 
participate  more  in  organizations?",  two  of  the  six  answered 
positively. 

To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  do  you 
relate  better  with  your  teachers?",  two  of  the  six  answered 
positively. 

To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  do  you 
enjoy  your  school  work  more?",  four  of  the  six  answered 
posit  ively . 

To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  do  you 
have  a  better  relationship  with  your  family?",  all  answered 
positively. 

To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,'  do  you 
save  more  money  than  you  did  before?",  two  of  the  six  answered 
positively. 

To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  do  you 
have  more  friends  than  before?",  three  answered  positively. 

To  the  question:  "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  did  you 
change  the  idea  of  what  you  would  like  to  be  in  the  future?", 
two  answered  positively. 
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12)  To  the  question:     "Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  do  you 
have  more  activities?",  four  of  the  six  answered  positively. 
Possibly,  the  boys  added  their  regular  activities  to  the  ones 
with  their  Uncles. 

13)  To  the  question:     ''Since  you  met  your  Uncle  at  Large,  do  you 
enjoy  your  activities  more?",  five  of  the  six  answered 
positively. 

14)  The  Little  Brothers  were  asked  if  they  had  been  looking  for  a 
job.    Two  answered  positively.     These  two  were  asked  if  their 
Uncles  had  helped  them.     The  two  answered  negatively.  Judging 
from  the  age  of  the  remaining  Little  Brothers ^  it  is  most 
possible  that  they  were  not  looking  for  jobs. 

To  summarize,  the  positive  effect  of  the  Uncles  at  Large  programme 
on  the  Little  Brothers  seemed  most  obvious  in  terms  of:     helping  them  to 
solve  their  problems,  helping  the  Little  Brothers  to  understand  themselves 
better,  learning  "new  things",  enjoying  school  work  more,  having  a  better 
relationship  with  their  families,  having  more  activities,  enjoying  their 
activities  more,  and  affirming  that  the  programme  was  a  "good  idea".  However, 
the  positive  effect  of  the  programme  did  not  seem  obvious  in  helping  the 
Little  Brothers  to  participate  more  in  organizations,  in  relating  better 
with  their  teachers,  in  learning  to  save  more  money,  in  changing  their  ideas 
of  what  they  would  like  to  be  in  the  future,  in  stimulating  them  to  have  new 
friends  and  in  helping  them  to  find  jobs. 
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B.    Questions  on  the  type  of  relatinship  between  the  Uncle  and  the  Little 
Brother  and  between  the  Little  Brother  and  the  Social  Worker: 

1.  To  the  question:     "Do  you  think  that  your  Uncle  at  Large  had 

any  personal  problems?",  two  answered  positively. 

2.  To  the  question:     "Did  your  Uncle  at  Large  talk  to  you  about 
his  own  problems?" J  one  answered  positively.     He  was  not  among 
the  two  who  thought  that  the  Uncle  had  personal  problems. 

3.  To  the  question:     "Did  your  Uncle  at  Large  talk  to  you  about 
his  past?",  five  answered  positively. 

4.  To  the  question:     "Did  you  have  hard  times  in  discussion  with 
your  Uncle  at  Large?",  four  answered  "occasionally",  one 
answered  "often",  one  "regularly",  and  one  "never". 

5.  When  asked  how  they  were  feeling  when  they  met  their  Uncle  "at 
the  beginning",  five  of  the  six  answered  that  they  were  nervous. 
However,  when  meeting  with  him  for  "the  last  time",  all  indicated 

that  they  were  relaxed. 

6.  To  the  question:     "Do  you  think  that  your  Uncle  met  with  you 
often  enough?",  three  answered  negatively. 

7.  When  asked  if  they  thought  that  the  Uncle  was  a  "good  guy",  five 
answered  "very  much".     The  sixth  case  answered  "fair".  When 
asked  how  they  liked  their  Uncle,  the  same  responses  were 
obtained.    However,  when  asked  if  they  enjoyed  "what"  they  were 
doing  with  the  Uncle,  all  Little  Brothers  answered  "very  much". 
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8.  To  the  question:     "Did  ^i^ou  find  any  big  problems  in  your 
relationship  with  your  Uncle  at  Large?",  two  of  the  six 
answered  positively.     One  of  these  two  answered  positively  to 
the  question:     "Do  you  think  that  your  Uncle  at  Large  had  any 
personal  problem?" 

9.  To  the  question:     "Did  you  meet  a  social  worker  in  order  to 
contact  your  Uncle  at  Large  at  the  beginning  of  the  programme?", 
three  answered  yes,  and  three  answered  no.     No  other  details 
were  presented, 

10.  To  the  question:  "Did  you  meet  a  social  worker  during  the  time 
you  had  an  Uncle  at  Large?",  all  except  one  answered  positively 
and  no  other  details  were  presented. 

In  summary,  these  data  on  the  relationship  of  the  Little  Brother  and 
his  Uncle  show  that,  in  general,  a  "casual"  relationship  seems  to  have 
developed,  with  only  one  case  (among  the  six)  reporting  some  problem.  The 
relationship  seemed  close  enough  to  bring  some  "hard  times  in  discussion" 
and  a  change  in  feeling  when  meeting  the  Uncle.     No  particular  problems  were 
reported  by  the  Little  Brother  about  his  relationship  with  the  social  worker. 
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SECTION  III 
PSYCHOLOGICAL  TESTING 

The  original  purpose  of  this  testing  was  to  ascertain,  over  a 
period  of  one  year,  any  improvement  of  the  Little  Brothers'  personalities 
which  would  be  due  to  the  Uncles  at  Large  programme. 

22 

The  design  of  the  study      was  to  consist  of  distributing,  at 
random,  the  children  who  had  been  selected  but  who  had  not  yet  been 
involved  in  the  programme,  into  a  control  group  and  an  experimental  group. 
They  were  to  be  tested  at  the  beginning  of  the  programme  and  again  one  year 
after.    Approximately  15  Little  Brothers  were  expected  in  each  group. 
Because  of  the  programme's  details  (the  programme  was  to  start  before  a. 
decision  on  the  design  had  been  reached  and  the  staff  needed  to  select  the 
extra  children  for  a  control  group  was  not  available  at  the  time) ,  the 
control  group  was  not  included  in  the  design.     On  the  other  hand,  because 
some  cases  found  their  involvement  in  the  programme  postponed  due  to  a  lack  of 
Uncles  and  since  some  of  the  cases  were  not  available  at  the  time  of  testing, 
the  final  number  of  Little  Brothers  who  were  tested  and  included  in  the 
design  was  reduced  to  eight.     The  lack  of  knowledge  of  such  possibilities 
was  mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  the  programme  V7as  new. 

The  small  number  of  cases  at  hand  rendered  the  utilization  of  a 
quasi-control  group  or  of  any  comparison  group  nearly  worthless. 
Consequently,  it  became  impossible  to  show  the  effect  of  the  U«A.L, 


22.     Lemire,  J.M,  ,  Research  Design  (Final  Draft)  Uncles  at  Large 
Programme's  Study,  Alberta  Department  of  Youth,  May  1969. 
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programme  on  the  Little  Brothers  as  distinct  from:     1)  maturation  or 
"normal"  changes  due  to  the  aging  of  the  Little  Brothers,  2)  the 
interaction  of  selection  and  motivation,  and  possibly  3)   the  effect  of 
statistical  regression.     On  the  other  hand,  such  factors  as  history, 
testing  J  instrumentation,  mortality,  interaction  of  testing  and  the 
programme,  and  interaction  of  selection  and  the  programme  were  controlled 
by  definition  of  the  instrument  used  and  the  nature  of  the  U,A.L.  programme.' 

As  a  whole,  this  research  situation  did  not  mean  that  an  analysis 
of  the  eight  cases  at  hand  could  not  bring  some  understanding  of  the 
possible  effect  of  the  programme.     In  fact,  assuming  that  the  programme 
had  a  "strong  positive  effect"  on  the  Little  Brothers,  over  a  period  of  one 
year,  one  could  expect  substantial  changes  to  take  place  (on  the  individuals 
for  which  it  was  possible) ;  changes  which  were  to  be  consistent  with  the 
programme's  objectives  (although  such  substantial  changes  could  still  be  due 
to  the  above  mentioned  factors)* 

The  psychological  instruments  which  were  available  to  test 

24 

personality  change  were  so  numerous      that  a  choice  had  to  be  made  to  select 
the  one  which  would  cover  the  greatest  number  of  personality  variables, 
which  would  be  the  easiest  to  administer,  and  which  offered  a  high  guarantee 
of  validity.     On  this  basis  we  selected  Cattell's  Children  Personality 
Questionnaire  (Form  A,  1963)   (for  those  12  -  18  years  old).     These  two 


23.  Campbell,  D.T.,  J.C.  Stanley,  Experimental  and  Quasi  Experimental 
Designs  for  Research,  Chicago,  Rand  McNally,  1963,  pp.  7-12. 

24.  Bonjean,  CM.,  R.J.  Hill,  S.D.  McLemore,  Sociological  Measurement;  An 
Inventory  of  Scales  and  Indices,  San  Francisco:     Chandler  Publ.  Co.,  1967. 
Robinson,  J.P.  ,  P.R.  Shaver,  Measures  of  Social  Psychological  Attitudes, 
Ann  Arbour,  Mich.:     Institute  for  Social  Research,  1969. 
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questionnaires  attempt  to  measure  14  personality  traits  or  dimensions  which 
seem  to  "approach  the  total  personality".^^    The  two  standardized  tests 
measure  basically  the  same  dimensions  and  take  50  minutes  to  complete. 

The  following  is  a  list  and  brief  explanation  of  the  14  psychological 
traits^^  measured  by  the  Cattail's  C.P.Q.  and  H.S.P.Q.: 

FACTOR  1  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "reserved,  detached,  critical,  cool" 
on  one  hand,  and  "outgoing,  warmhearted,  easy  going  and 
participating"  on  the  other  hand, 

FACTOR  2  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "of  lower  scholastic  mental  capacity^ 
concrete- thinking  and  less  Intelligent"  on  one  hand,  and  "of  high 
scholastic  mental  capacity,  bright,  abstract  thinking  and  more 
intelligent"  on  the  other  hand . 

FACTOR  3  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "affected  by  feelings,  emotionally 

less  stable,  easily  upset,  changeable,  and  lower  ego  strength"  on 
one  hand,  and  "emotionally  stable,  calm,  higher  ego  strength  and 
realist"  on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  4  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "phlegmatic,  inactive ^  stodgy  and 

deliberate"  on  one  hand,  and  "excitable,  impatient,  demanding  and 
overactive"  on  the  other  hand. 


25.  Cattell,  R.B.,  The  Scientific  Analysis  of  Personality,  Baltimore: 
Penguin,  1965,  and  his  Handbook  of  Multivariate  Experimental  Psychology, 
Chicago:  Rand  McNally,  1967. 

26.  Cattell,  R.B.,  Manual     for  the  Jr. -Sr.  High  School  Personality 
Questionnaire  "H.S.P,Q.",  Champaign,  111.:     Institute  for  Personality 
and  Ability  Training,  1963.     Also  his  Manual  for  the  Children' s 
Personality  Questionnaire  "C.P.Q.",  Champaign,  111.:     Institute  for 
Personality  and  Ability  Trainin"g7~1968 . 
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FACTOR  5  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "obedient ^  mild 5  conforming,  and 

submissive"  on  one  hand,  and  "assertive,  independent,  aggressive, 
stubborn  and  dominant"  on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  6  "  This  factor  refers  to  being  "sober ^  prudent y  serious  and 

taciturn"  on  one  hand,  and  "happy-go-lucky,  gay,  impulsive, 
lively,  enthusiastic  and  heedless"  on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  7  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "expedient,  undependable ,  to  evading 
rules,  to  feeling  few  obligations,  and  to  having  a  weaker 
super-ego  strength"  on  one  hand,  and  to  being  "conscientious, 
perservering,  staid,  rule-bound,  and  to  having  a  stronger  super- 
ego strength"  on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  8  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "shy^  restrained,  diffident,  and 

timid"  on  one  hand,  and  "venturesome,  socially  bold,  uninhibited 
and  spontaneous"  on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  9  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "tough  minded,  self-reliant,  realistic 
and  no-nonsense"  on  one  hand,  and  "tender-minded,  dependent, 
overprotected  and  sensitive"  on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  10  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "vigorous,  zestful,  given  to  action, 
and  readily  going  with  group"  on  one  hand,  and  "circumspect, 
obstructive,  individualistic  and  unwilling  to  act  with  group" 
on  the  other  hand. 


FACTOR  11  -  This  factor  differs  slightly  between  the  younger  (C.P.Q.)  and  the 
older  individuals  (H.S.P.Q.).  In  the  C.P.Q.  (factor  N)  it  refers 
to  being  "forthright,  natural,  artless  and  sentimental"  on  one 
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hand,  and  "shrewd,  astute,  and  calculating"  on  the  other  hand. 
However,  in  the  H,S.P.Q«   (factor  Q^)  this  trait  refers  to  being 
"group  dependent,  a  'joiner'  and  sound  follower"  on  one  hand, 
and  "self-sufficient  5  resourceful  and  preferring  own  decisions" 

on  the  other  hand. 

This  factor  refers  to  being  "confident,  self-assured,  placid, 
secure,  untroubled  and  serene"  on  one  hand,  and  "apprehensive, 
worrysome,  depressive,  troubled  and  insecure"  on  the  other  hand« 

This  factor  refers  to  being  "undisciplined,  casual,  careless  of 
social  rules,  having  low  integration  and  following  own  urges" 
on  one  hand,  and  being  "controlled,  socially-precise ,  self- 
disciplined,  compulsive  and  having  a  high  self-concept  control" 
on  the  other  hand. 

FACTOR  14  -  This  factor  refers  to  being  "relaxed,  tranquil,  torpid,  and  un- 
frustrated"  on  one  hand,  and  "tense,  driven,  overwrought  and 
fretful"  on  the  other  hand. 

The  analysis  of  the  data  consisted  of  three  basic  examinations.  In 
the  first  one,  the  Little  Brothers  as  a  group  were  compared  on  each  factor  in 
terms  of  their  situation  at  the  pre-test  and  their  situation  (attitudes)  at 
the  re-test  (one  year  and  one  and  one-half  years  after)  periods.  This 
comparison  showed  the  number  of  individuals  whose  scores  changed,  the  direction 
in  which  they  changed,  the  average  change  in  score  for  the  group,  the  type  of 
change  according  to  the  "normal"  or  "average"  child,  and  the  possibility  that 
the  average  change  in  score  for  the  group  could  be  due  to  random  effects.  In 
order  to  measure  the  possibility  of  a  random  difference  between  the  means  (pre- 


FACTOR  12  - 


FACTOR  13  - 
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test  mean  and  re-test  mean) j  a  "t"  test  for  correlated  samples  was  used 

at  the  .05  level  of  confidence.     In  the  second  examination,  the  Little 

Brothers  as  a  group  were  compared  on  a  cluster  of  factors,  the  same  way 

as  in  the  first  examination.     In  both  examinations,  the  data  were  based  on 

individual  scores  ranging  from  1  to  10  for  each  factor.     These  scores  were 

derived  from  the  Little  Brothers^  answers  to  the  questions  of  the  test  used, 

27 

and  from,  the  scores  of  1414  boys  of  the  same  age  which  served  as  a  norm. 
The  "average"  scores  or  the  scores  that  most  boys  (66,2%)  of  that  age  have 
on  this  type  of  scale  are:     4^  5,  6  and  7,  with  a  mean  of  5«5«     The  scores  to 
be  used  here  are  usually  referred  to  as  "sten"  scores.     The  third  examination 
consisted  of  looking  at  each  individual  separately  and  attempting  to  derive 
from  all  the  factors,  some  patterns  which  would  take  the  form,  of  a  diagnosis. 
These  represented  a  comparative  diagnosis  of  each  Little  Brother.     This  work 
was  performed  by  Mr.  L.  Moss,  Psychologist  at  the  Center  for  the  Advanced 
Study  of  Theoretical  Psychology  at  the  University  of  Alberta.     (The  age  of 
the  Little  Brothers  varied  from  8  to  17  with  the  modal  age  of  9^.) 

For  the  first  two  examinations,  the  Null  hypothesis  was  th^t  there 
would  be  no  statistically  significant  changes  in  scores  on  each  factor 
separately,  as  well  as  on  clusters  of  factors.     The  test  of  significance  used 
i.e.  the  "t"  test  for  two  correlated  samples,  assurred  the  interval  level  of 
measurement,  a  model  where  the  "samples"  were  random  and  where  the  "population" 
differences  were  distributed  normally.     The  degrees  of  freedom  were  calculated 
as  N-1  or  7.     A  two-tailed  test  was  used.     The  region  of  rejection  was, 


27  Tabular  supplement  with  norms  for  the  Children's  Personality  Questionnaire 
-  C.P.Q.,  Champaign,  111.:  Institute  for  Personality  and  Ability  Testing, 
1968,  p.  7. 
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according  to  the  distribution  of  "t"  (Blalock  442)  equal  to,  or  more  than 
2.3%.     The  test  statistic  was  equal  to: 

t  =  i-D  (28) 

'V     NiD^  -  (fD)^  /  (N-1) 

1.     Changes  on  each  factor; 

Factor  1.     The  high  scorer  is  generally  characterized  as  warm  and 
sociable  and  the  low  scorer  as  cool  and  detached.     Examining  the  sample  at 
handy  we  noted  (Table  1)  that  the  mean  score  varied  from  6.25  to  5.63, 
indicating  a  slight  change  in  score  from  the  very  "outgoing"  to  the  more 
"reserved".     Examining  each  case  individually,  we  noted  that  two  of  the 
Little  Brothers  scores  (cases  2  and  5)  did  not  change  at  all,  that  one 
individual  (case  7)  changed  in  the  opposite  direction,  but  that  most  indi- 
viduals (5  cases)  became  more  reserved.     In  terms  of  the  "average"  child  of 
that  age  (who  has  scores  between  4  and  7) ,  we  noted  that  over  the  one-year 
period  two  individual  scores  moved  up  to  "normal"  attitude.     One  changed 
towards  a  more  than  "normal"  warm  and  sociable  attitude,  while  one  changed 
towards  a  more  than  "normal"  reserved  attitude.     The  "t"  test  value  shows 
that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically  significant. 


28    Blalock,  H. ,  Social  Statistics,  Toronto,  McGraw  Hill,  1960,  pp.  179-181. 
Also,  Ferguson,  G.A.,  Statistical  Analysis  in  Psychology  and  Education, 
Toronto,  McGraw  Hill,  1959,  pp.  169-171. 

! 
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TABLE  1 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  1 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 


16  4 

2  4  4 

3  6  5 

4  6  3 

5  8  8 

6  7  4 

7  5  8 

8  8  7 


Means  6.25  5.63 


t  =  1.26 

P  is  not  significant 
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Factor  2.     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  "bright"  and  an  "abstract 
thinker"  while  the  low  scorer  tends  to  be  "less  bright"  and  a  more  "concrete 
thinker".     Examining  the  sample  as  a  group ,  we  noted  (Table  2)   that  the  mean 
scores  varied  from  4.88  to  5.50,  indicating  a  slight  improvement  in 
intelligence  scores.     Examining  each  individual  case  we  noted  that  two 
individuals  showed  no  change  in  scores  (cases  2  and  3) ,  two  (cases  7  and  8) 
showed  negative  changes  (less  bright),  and  the  others (4  cases)  showed 
positive  changes  (more  bright).     In  terms  of  the  "average"  child  of  that  age, 
we  noted  that  over  a  one-year  period,  two  individual's  scores  moved  from  the 
"normal"  level:     one  (case  1)  became  more  bright  while  the  other  (case  7) 
became  less  bright.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not 
statistically  significant. 

TABLE  2 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  2 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 

18  9 

2  6  6 

3  4  4 

4  3  7 

5  6  7 

6  3  4 

7  4  3 

8  5  4 


Means 


4.88 


5.50 


t  =  1.11 

P  not  significant 
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Factor  3.     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  "calm"  and  "stable"  while 
the  low  scorer  tends  to  be  "less  stable"  and  "intolerant".    The  sample  shows 
(Table  3)   that  the  mean  scores  varied  from  5.50  to  6.13,  indicating  a  change 
towards  more  emotional  stability.     Examining  each  individual  case,  we  noted 
that  one  individual  score  did  not  change  at  all  over  this  period  (case  2) , 
and  that  two  individual's  scores  (cases  4  and  5)  appear  to  have  changed  in 
the  opposite  direction.    However,  most  individual's  scores  (5  cases)  changed 
according  to  the  means.     In  terms  of  the  "average"  child,  we  noted  that  one 
individual  score  (case  3)  moved  from  the  "normal"  attitude  towards  a  more 
calm  and  stable  attitude.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was 
not  statistically  significant. 

TABLE  3 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  3 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 


Pretest 

5 
5 
5 
7 
9 
4 
5 
4 


Retest 

6 
5 
9 
4 
6 
5 
7 
7 


Means 


5.50 


6.13 


t  =  0.69 

P  not  significant 
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Factor  4.     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  "overactive"  and  "excitable" 
while  the  low  scorer  tends  to  be  "inactive"  and  "phlegmatic".    The  sample 
shows  (Table  4)   that  the  mean  score  varied  from  5.38  to  6.25,  indicating 
more  excitability.    Examining  each  individual  we  noted  that  one  individual 
score  (case  3)  showed  the  same  level  of  activity  after  one  year,  and  that  tw 
individuals  became  more  phlegmatic  (cases  1  and  8) ,    Most  individuals 
(5  cases)  became  more  active.     In  terms  of  the  "average"  child  we  noted  that 
no  one  moved  off  the  "normal"  level  of  activity.    The  "t"  test  value  shows 
that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically  significant, 

TABLE  4 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  4 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 


6 
4 
5 
4 
4 
4 
7 
9 


Retest 

4 
5 
5 
6 
6 
7 
9 
8 


Means 


5.38 


6.25 


t  =  1.43 

P  not  significant 
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Factor  5.     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  ''aggressive"  and  "dominant" 
while  the  low  scorer  tends  to  be  "obedient"  and  "conforming".     The  sample 
shows  (Table  5)   that  the  mean  score  varied  from  5.75  to  5.13  during  the 
one-year  period,  indicating  a  change  in  scores  towards  a  more  conforming 
attitude.     Examining  the  individual  cases  we  found  that  three  individual's 
scores  did  not  change  at  all  (cases  3,  6  and  8),  that  two  individuals 
became  more  assertive  (cases  2  and  4)  leaving  three  individuals  who  became 
more  conforming  (cases  1,  5  and  7).     In  terms  of  the  "normal"  child,  we 
noted  that  three  individuals  became  extremely  more  obedient,  moving  from  the 
"normal"  attitude,  while  one  individual  became  dominant  enough  to  move  from 
the  "normal"  level.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not 
statistically  significant. 

TABLE  5 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  5 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 

15  3 

2  5  6 

3  5  5 

4  6  8 

5  5  1 

6  5  5 

7  5  3 

8  10  10 


Means 


5.75 


5.13 


t  =  0.92 

P  not  significant 
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Factor  6.     The  high  scorer  is  "self-confident"  and  "optimistic" 
while  the  low  scorer  is  "taciturn"  and  "self-deprecating".     The  sample  shows 
(Table  6)  that  the  mean  scores  varied  from  4.38  to  5.00  during  the  one  year 
period,  indicating  a  change  from  a  taciturn  and  serious  attitude  towards  an 
optimistic  one.     Examining  the  cases  individually ^  we  noted  that  one  indivi- 
dual score  did  not  change  (case  1) ,  that  two  became  more  taciturn  (cases  5 
and  8) ^  and  that  the  remaining  scores  (5  cases)  changed  according  to  the 
means.     In  terms  of  the  "normal"  chlldj  we  noted  that  no  one  moved  from  the 
normal  attitude.     In  fact,  two  Individuals  stayed  within  the  "self-deprecating" 
category  while  one  stayed  within  the  "optimistic"  category        off  the  "normal" 
attitude.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically 
significant. 


TABLE  6 

Pretest 

and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in 

Factor  6 

for  each  Little  Brother 

Cases 

Pretest 

Retest 

1 

6 

6 

2 

2 

4 

3 

1 

2 

4 

4 

7 

5 

6 

4 

6 

5 

6 

7 

1 

3 

8 

10 

8 

Means 

4.38 

5.00 

t  =  0,96 
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Factor  7,     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  "conscientious"  and  "per- 
severing" while  the  low  scorer  tends  to  "disregard  the  rules"  and  to  be 
"expedient".     The  sample  (Table  7)  shows  a  change  from  5,75  to  6.00,  indi- 
cating a  move  towards  being  more  conscientious  and  persevering.    Looking  at 
individual  cases  we  noted  that  two  scores  (3  and  4)  did  not  change  at  all, 
that  two  (cases  2  and  5)  changed  from  more  conscientious  to  being  more 
expedient,  while  the  remaining  scores  (4  cases)  changed  according  to  the 
means.     In  terms  of  the  "normal"  child ^  no  one  moved  from  the  "normal" 
attitude.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically 
significant, 

TABLE  7 

Pretest  and  Retest  St en  Scores  in  Factor  7 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 


1  5  6 

2  8  6 

3  6  6 

4  5  5 

5  9  6 
16  8 

7  4  7 

8  3  5 

Means  5.75  6.00 


t  =  0.51 

P  is  not  significant 
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Factor  8.     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  "spontaneous"  and  "uninhi- 
bited" while  the  low  scorer  tends  to  be  "shy"  and  "timid".     In  the  sample 
(Table  8)  the  mean  score  varied  from  4.50  to  5.63,  indicating  a  change 
towards  more  spontaneity.     When  we  examined  the  individual  scores  we  found 
that  one  did  not  change  (case  6) ,  and  that  three  changed  in  the  opposite 
direction  (cases  4,  5  and  7) «     However,  no  one  moved  from  the  "normal"  attitude. 
The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically  significant. 

TABLE  8 

Pretest  and  Retest  Scores  in  Factor  8 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 


1  5  6 

2  15 

3  3  7 

4  5  4 

5  7  4 

6  7  7 

7  7  6 

8  16 


Means  4.50  5.63 


t  =  1.09 

P  is  not  significant 
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Factor  9..     The  high  scorer  tends  to  be  "oversensitive"  and 
"overdependent"  while  the  low  scorer  tends  to  be  "realistic"  and 
"independent".     In  the  sample  (Table  9),  the  mean  score  varied  from  5.50 
to  5.75  indicating  a  slight  tendency  towards  more  dependency  and  sensitivity. 
When  we  examined  the  individual  scores,  we  noted  that  one  individual  score 
did  not  change  (case  1),  and  that  two  individual's  scores  (cases  2  and  6) 
changed  in  the  opposite  direction  to  the  mean  change.    The  "t"  test  value 
shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically  significant. 

TABLE  9 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor^ 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 

1  5  5 

2  6  5 

3  5  4 

4  6  7 

5  3  6 

6  6  2 

7  8  10 

8  6  6 


Means 


5.50 


5.75 


t  =  0.37 

P  not  significant 
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Factor  10.     The  high  scorer  is  "individualistic"  and  "critical 
of  others"  while  the  low  scorer  is  "uncritical"  and  "willing  to  act  with 
others".     In  the  sample  (Table  10)   the  mean  score  varied  from  5.50  to  5.88, 
indicating  a  slight  tendency  towards  more  individualism.    However,  two  scores 
(cases  2  and  3)  did  not  change  at  all  and  two  others  (cases  1  and  6)  changed 
in  the  opposite  direction  to  the  mean  change.     In  terms  of  the  "normal" 
child,  only  one  score  (case  7)  indicated  a  departure  from  the  "normal" 
attitude.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statis- 
tically significant, 

TABLE  10 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  10 
for  each  Little  Brother 

Cases  Pretest  Retest 

1  7  6 

2  6  6 

3  6  6 

4  5  6 

5  4  5 

6  6  4 

7  5  9 

8  5  5 

Means                        5.50                  5.88  t  =  0.60 
 — . —  — — — -.^ —  _ —         p  not  significant 
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Factor  11.     The  high  scorer  is  "calculating"  and  "wise"  while  the 
low  scorer  is  "naive''  and  "sentimental" »     In  the  sample,  the  mean  scores 
(Table  11)   show  a  change  from  sentimentalism  to  a  rational  attitude.  When 
we  examined  the  cases  individually  we  found  that  two  individuals  (cases  2 
and  6)   showed  no  change  at  all.     In  terms  of  the  "normal"  child,  we  noted 
that  there  was  no  departure  from  the  "normal"  attitude.     The  "t"  test  value 
shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically  significant, 

TABLE  11 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in_Factor  11 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 

13  6 

2  5  5 

3  4  5 

4  4  5 

5  3  6 

6  7  7 

5.66  t  -  2.14 

—  P  not  significant 

*  Cases  7  and  8  were  not  included  here  as 
their  testing  did  not  include  this  factor 
(due  to  age) . 


Means  4.33 


-  57  " 


Factor  12.     The  high  scorer  is  "apprehensive"  and  "insecure" 
while  the  low  scorer  is  "self  assured"  and  "secure".     In  the  sample  the 
mean  scores  (Table  12)  show  a  change  from  4.88  to  5.63,  indicating  a 
slight  tendency  towards  apprehensiveness  and  insecurity.    When  we  looked  at 
the  individual  scores  we  noted  that  one  individual's  score  (case  1)  did  not 
change  while  two  others  (cases  2  and  3)  changed  in  the  opposite  direction. 
In  terms  of  the  "normal"  child  we  noted  that  no  one  moved  from  the  "normal" 
attitude.    The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not 
statistically  significant, 

TABLE  12 

Pretest  and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in  Factor  12 
for  each  Little  Brother 


Cases  Pretest  Retest 

15  5 

2  7  5 

3  5  4 

4  4  5 

5  4  7 

6  5  7 

7  5  6 

8  4  6 


Means 


4.88 


5.63 


t  =  1.27 

P  not  significant 
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Factor  13.     The  high  scorer  is  "controlled"  and  "self-disciplined" 
while  the  low  scorer  is  "casual"  and  "careless  of  social  rules".     In  the 
sample  the  mean  scores   (Table  13)  show  a  change  from  5.25  to  6.00, 
indicating  a  slight  tendency  towards  self-discipline.    When  we  looked  at 
the  individuals'  scores  we  noted  that  five  of  the  eight  did  not  change 
at  all.     In  terms  of  the  "normal"  child,  we  noted  that  one  (case  8)  moved 
from  the  "normal"  attitude  towards  greater  self-discipline.     The  value  of 
the  "t"  test  shows  that  the  mean  change  was  not  statistically  significant. 


TABLE  13 

Pretest 

and  Retest  Sten  Scores  in 

Factor  13 

for  each  Little  Brother 

Cases 

Pretest 

Retest 

1 

6 

6 

2 

5 

5 

3 

5 

6 

4 

5 

5 

5 

8 

8 

6 

6 

6 

7 

4 

8 

8 

3 

4 

Means 

5.25 

6.00 

t  -  1.53 

P  is  not  significant 
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Factor  14:     The  high  scorer  is  "tense"  and  "overwrought"  while 
the  low  scorer  is  "relaxed"  and  "tranquil".     In  the  sample  the  mean  score 
(Table  14)  varied  from  6.00  to  6.50,  indicating  more  tension.    When  we 
looked  at  each  individual  we  noted  that  three  of  them  (cases  Ij  3  and  8) 
moved  contrary  to  the  mean  change.     In  terms  of  the  "normal"  child,  we 
noted  that  two  individual's  scores  (cases  2  and  7)  moved  from  the  "normal" 
attitude  towards  more  tension.     The  "t"  test  value  shows  that  the  mean 
change  was  not  statistically  significants 

TABLE  14 


Pretest 

and  Retest  Stan  Scores  in 

Factor  14 

for  each  Little  Brother 

Cases 

Pretest 

Retest 

1 

9 

7 

2 

5 

8 

3 

7 

4 

4 

5 

6 

5 

4 

7 

6 

5 

7 

7 

7 

8 

8 

6 

5 

Means 

6.00 

6.50 

t  =  0.64 

P  is  not  significant 
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2 •     Changes  on  Clusters  of  Factors 

26  97 
Howarth      and  Cattail      have  grouped  the  14  personality  factors 

or  traits  into  five  major  categories: 

(1)  sociability  (traits  1,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11) 

(2)  intelligence  (traits  2,  9,  11) 

(3)  emotional  adjustment  or  anxiety  (traits  4,  12  and  14) 

(4)  probity  or  moral  development  (traits  3  and  7) 

(5)  quiescence  (traits  4j  5,  8  and  14). 

According  to  the  objectives  of  the  programme,  one  would  expect  the  Little 
Brothers  to  become  more  sociablej  less  excitable,  more  honest  (conscientious), 
less  anxious  and  possibly  "brighter". 

Cluster  1,  Sociability:     The  high  scorer  on  this  scale  is  referred  to  as 
more  sociable,  while  the  low  scorer  is  referred  to  as  less  sociable  than  the 
average  child  of  that  age.     We  noted  here  (Table  15)   that  at  the  pretest  period, 
no  score  was  either  below  (score  of  4)  or  above  (score  of  7)   the  average. 
Similarly,  no  score  was  below  or  above  the  average  at  the  retest  |)eriod. 
The  difference  of  the  means  of  the  two  groups  (pretest  and  retest)   shows  a 
slight  tendency  towards  being  more  sociable.     However,  when  we  examined  the 
individuals  separately  we  found  that  three  (cases  1,  4  and  6)   seemed  to  have 
changed  in  the  opposite  direction.     A  "t"  test  shows  that  these  differences 
were  probably  due  to  chance. 


26.  Howarth,  E.,  The  Multivariate  Study  of  Personality,  Monograph, 
Department  of  Psychology,  University  of  Alberta,  Edmonton,  pp.  10-11. 

27.  Cattell,  R.B.,  H.S.P.Q. ,  op.  cit.,  p.  11. 
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TABLE  15 


Sociability  Cluster  at  Pretest  and  Retest  Periods 

PRETEST  RETEST 
Factors  Means  Factors 


16  7 


10  11 


1    6    7    8    9    lo"  11 


6    6    5    5    5  4  8  5.57  4  6  6  6  5  5  5 

4  2  8  1  6  5  6  4.57  4  4  5  5  5  5  6 
6    1    6    3    5  5  7  4.71  5  2  6  7  4  5  6 

6  4  5  5  6  6  7  5.57  3  7  5  4  7  5  6 
86973  7  8  6.86  84646  6  5 

7  5    6    7    5  5  4  5.57  4  6  8  7  2  7  4 

5  1    4    7    8  6  -  5.16  8  3  7  6  10  2 

8  10  3    1    6  6  -  5.66  7  8  5  6  7  6 

5.45 


Means 

5.29 
4,86 
5.00 
5.29 
5.57 
5.43 
6,00 
6.50 
5.49 


t  =  0.14 

P  not  significant 


*Due  to  the  direction  of  the  scale  of  this  factor  and 
the  fact  that  the  scale  does  not  have  zero,  its  scores 
have  been  converted  like  this:   10  -  (score  +  1)  ~ 
table  score. 
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Cluster  2,  Intelligence:     The  high  scorer  on  this  scale  is  referred  to  as 
more  intelligent  while  the  low  scorer  is  referred  to  as  less  intelligent 
than  the  average  child.    We  note  here  (Table  16)   that  at  the  pretest  period 
one  individual  was  below  the  average  (score  of  4)  and  that  no  one  was  above 
the  average  (score  of  7) .    At  the  retest  period  no  score  was  above  the 
average  and  one  individual's  score  was  still  below  the  average.  The 
difference  of  the  mean  of  the  two  groups  (pretest  and  retest)   shows  a  slight 
tendency  towards  being  more  "intelligent".     However ^  when  we  examined  the 
individuals  separately  we  found  that  two  (7  and  8)   seemed  to  become  less 
intelligent  while  the  others  seemed  to  become  more  intelligent.     A  "t"  test 
showed  that  these  differences  were  probably  due  to  chance. 

TABLE  16 


Intelligence  Cluster 

at  Pretest  and 

Retest  Periods 

PRETEST 

RETEST 

Cases 

Factors 

Means 

Factors 

Means 

2 

11 

2 

11 

1 

8 

6 

3 

5.66 

9 

6 

6 

7,00 

2 

6 

5 

5 

5.33 

6 

6 

5 

'  5.66 

3 

4 

6 

4 

4.66 

4 

7 

5 

5.33 

4 

3 

5 

4 

4.00 

7 

4 

5 

5.33 

5 

6 

8 

3 

5.66 

7 

5 

6 

6.00 

6 

3 

6 

7 

5.33 

4 

9 

7 

6.66 

7 

4 

3 

3,50 

3 

1 

2.00 

8 

5 

5 

5.00 

4 

4 

4.00 

Mean 

4.89 

5.25 

t  =  0.93 

P  not  significant 

^'^Due  to  the  direction  of  the  scale  of  this  factor 
the  original  score  has  been  converted. 
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Cluster  3,  Anxiety:     The  high  scorer  on  this  scale  is  referred  to  as  more 
anxious  and  tense  while  the  low  scorer  is  referred  to  as  less  tense  than 
the  average  child.    We  noted  here  (Table  17)   that  no  individual  was  below 
or  above  average  at  the  pretest  period.     At  the  retest  period,  one 
individual's  score  was  above  the  average  and  no  one  was  below.  The 
difference  of  the  means  of  the  two  groups  (pretest  and  retest)   shows  a 
tendency  towards  being  more  anxious.     However,  when  we  examine  the 
individuals  separately  we  find  that  two  individuals'   scores  (cases  1  and  3) 
seemed  to  become  less  anxious  and  that  one  (case  3)  did  not  change,     A  "t" 
test  shows  that  these  differences  were  probably  due  to  chance. 

TABLE  17 

Anxiety  Cluster  at  Pretest  and  Retest  Periods 
PRETEST  RETEST 
Cases  Factors  Means  Factors  Means 


4 

12 

14 

4 

12 

14 

1 

6 

5 

9 

6.66 

4 

5 

7 

5.33 

2 

4 

7 

5 

5.33 

5 

5 

8 

.6.00 

3 

5 

5 

7 

5.66 

5 

4 

4 

4.33 

4 

4 

4 

5 

4,33 

6 

5 

6 

5.66 

5 

4 

4 

4 

4.00 

6 

7 

7 

6.66 

6 

4 

5 

5 

4,66 

7 

7 

7 

7.00 

7 

7 

5 

7 

6.33 

9 

6 

8 

7.66 

8 

9 

4 

6 

6.33 

8 

6 

5 

6.33 

Mean 

4.71 

6.12 

t  =  1.33 

P  not  significant 
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Cluster  4,  Probity:     The  high  scorer  on  this  scale  is  referred  to  as  more 
honest  and  conscientious  while  the  low  score  is  referred  to  as  less  honest 
and  conscientious  than  the  average  child.     We  noted  here  (Table  18)   that  one 
individual  (case  8)  was  below  the  average  and  one  (case  5)  was  above  the 
average  at  the  pretest  period.    At  the  retest  period 3,  no  one  was  below  the 
average  while  one  (case  3)  was  above.     The  difference  of  the  means  of  the 
two  groups  (pretest  and  retest)   shows  a  tendency  towards  being  more 
conscientious.    However j  when  we  examined  the  individuals  separately  we 
found  that  three  (cases 3  2^  4  and  5)  seemed  to  become  less  conscientious. 
A  "t"  test  showed  that  these  differences  were  probably  due  to  chance 0 


Cases 


TABLE  18 


Probity  Cluster  at  Pretest  and  Retest  Periods 


PRETEST 

Factors 


Means 


RETEST 
Factors 


Means 


3 

7 

3 

7 

I 

5 

5 

5,00 

6 

6 

6.00 

2 

5 

8 

6.50 

5 

5 

5.00 

3 

5 

6 

5.50 

9 

6 

7.50 

4 

7 

5 

6.00 

4 

5 

4.50 

5 

9 

9 

9.00 

6 

6 

6,00 

6 

4 

6 

5,00 

5 

8 

6.50 

7 

5 

4 

4.50 

7 

7 

7.00 

8 

4 

3 

3.50 

7 

5 

6.00 

Mean 

5.63 

6.06 

t  =  0.44 

P  not  significant 
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Cluster  5,  Quiescence  (vs.  Excitment):     The  high  scored  on  this  scale  is 
referred  to  as  more  quiescent  and  less  excitable  while  the  low  score  is 
referred  to  as  more  excitable  and  less  quiescent  than  the  average  child. 
We  noted  here  (Table  19)   that  one  individual  score  (case  2)  was  below  the 
average  and  no  one  was  above  the  average  at  the  pretest  period o     At  the 
retest  no  one  was  below  the  average  and  one  (case  8)  was  above.  The 
difference  of  the  means  of  the  two  groups  (pretest  and  retest)   shows  a 
slight  tendency  towards  more  quiescence.     However,  when  we  examined  the 
individuals  separately  we  found  that  three  individual's  scores  seemed  to 
change  in  the  opposite  direction  (cases  1,  4  and  5)  and  one  score  (case  7) 
did  not  seem  to  change.    A  "t"  test  showed  that  these  differences  were 
probably  due  to  chance. 

TABLE  19 

Quiescence  at  Pretest  and  Retest  Periods 
PRETEST  RETEST 
Cases  Factors  Means  Factors  Means 


4 

5 

8 

14 

4 

5 

8 

14 

1 

6 

5 

5 

9 

6,25 

4 

3 

6 

7 

5.00 

2 

4 

5 

1 

5 

3.75 

5 

6 

5 

8 

6.00 

3 

5 

5 

3 

7 

5.00 

5 

5 

7 

4 

5.25 

4 

4 

6 

5 

5 

5.00 

6 

8 

4 

6 

6.00 

5 

4 

5 

7 

4 

5.00 

6 

1 

4 

7 

4.50 

6 

4 

5 

7 

5 

5.25 

7 

5 

7 

7 

6.50 

7 

7 

5 

7 

7 

6.50 

9 

3 

6 

8 

6.50 

8 

9 

10 

1 

6 

6.50 

8 

10 

6 

5 

7.25 

Means  5.41  5.88 


t  =  1.22 

P  not  significant 
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3 .     Comparative  Profile: 

Individual  1.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  fairly  intelligent  boy  who  was  rather  excitable  and 
conforming.    The  post- test  indicates  he  has  become  more  relaxed  and  capable 
of  dealing  with  others.     This  would  suggest  a  degree  of  emotional  growth 
expressed  in  interpersonal  relationships. 

Individual  2.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows ^  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  of  average  intelligence  who  was  rather  reserved, 
detached  from  others  and  rather  rigidly  conforming.     The  post- test 
indicates  he  has  become  more  spontaneous  in  his  relation  to  others  and  less 
deliberate  and  constrained  in  the  expressions  of  his  feelings.  Certainly 
there  appears  some  personal  and  social  growth. 

Individual  3.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  of  somewhat  less  than  average  intelligence  who  is 
emotionally  restrained  and  perhaps  somewhat  shy.     The  post- test  suggests  he 
has  acquired  a  degree  of  self-confidence  in  his  interpersonal  relationships 
but  with  some  ambivalent  tendencies  exhibited  in  an  increase  in  spontaneity 
and  emotional  inhibition.     This  profile  is  certainly  not  unusual  and  indi- 
cates a  good  potential  for  personal  growth. 


28.     This  profile  prepared  by  Mr.  Moss  of  the  Centre  for  the  Advanced 

Study  of  Theoretical  Psychology  at  the  University  of  Alberta  did  not 
involve  other  analysis  than  the  examination  of  the  profile  as  proved 
by  the  Cattell's  test.     Consequently,  the  following  interpretation 
must  be  considered  as  quite  limited. 


Individual  4.     The  psychdiugical  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  V7i th.  a  fairly  normal  profile  but  who  is  perhaps  some- 
what inhibited  emotionally  which  may  be  expected  to  affect  his  intellectual 
performance.     The  post- test  indicates  an  increase  in  self-reliance,  or 
perhaps  aggressiveness  v/hicVi  may    account  for  the  improvement  in  intellectual 
performance.     There  is  also  an  increase  in  emotional  sensitivity  which  he 
handles  by  being  somewhat  more  detached  in  relationships.     The  profile  of  the 
post- test  looks  promising. 

Individual  5.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  of  average  intelligence  who  appears  somewhat  rigidly 
controlled  with  respect  to  his  feelings.     The  post-test  indicates  that  he  is 
a  little  more  relaxed  and  accepting  of  himself  however,  his  relationri  with 
others  tend  to  be  controlled  and  submissive  which  may  have  been  brought  on 
by  greater  dependency  (sensitivity)   to  others.     His  feelings  and  his 
behaviour  remain  to  be  brought  in  line  with  each  other.     The  profile  looks 
promising. 

Individual  6.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  of  less  than  average  ability  who  appears  soraevjhat 
temperamental  and  assertive  in  relations  with  others.     The  post-test  suggests 
this  might  be  due  to  a  lack  of  self-confidence  and  a  dependence  upon  others 3 
insofar  as  there  is  an  increase  in  awareness  of  his  feelings  but  accompanied 
by  a  more  reserved  self-reliant  attitude  towards  others.     Certainly  he  would 
benefit  from  further  adult  guidance. 
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Individual  7.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  of  somewhat  less  than  average  ability  who  appears 
emotionally  over- dependent  and  somewhat  excitable  and  perhaps  careless  in 
his  behaviour.     The  post- test  is  not  very  different,  however  there  is  some 
indication  of  a  degree  of  self-control  and  obedience  which  may  be  a 
necessary  first  step  towards  personal  growth.     Certainly  further  adult 
guidance  appears  desirable. 

Individual  8.     The  psychological  profile  of  this  individual  shows,  at  the 
pretest  period,  a  boy  of  average  ability  appears  to  be  excitable  and 
assertive  and  content  in  his  interpersonal  relations.     The  post-test  indicates 
a  degree  of  self-control,  and  sensitivity  towards  others.     His  aggressiveness 
could  be  curbed  and  potential  for  grov^th  stimulated  by  adult  guidance. 


PART  III 
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The  Uncles  at  Large  programme  was  examined  in  terms  of  two  objectives: 
(a)  " to  investigate  the  organization  of  the  programme,  and  (b)     to  investigate 
•  the  effect  of  the  programme  on  the  children  involved. 

In  regard  to  the  first  objective  of  the  Research  Project,  seven  sets 

of  recommendations  related  to  the  seven  major  phases  of  the  programme  were 

derived  from  the  analysis  of  the  organizational  process  of  the  programme. 

These  recommendations  suggest  that  some  elements  of  the  programme,  as  existing 

29 

prior  to  August  1969,      should  be  reviewed  in  terms  of  the  objectives  of 
the  programme  and  in  terms  of  the  best  method  (lowest  cost  and  rational 
decisions)  to  be  used.    The  most  general  recommendation  which  can  be  derived 
from  this  analysis,  is  the  need  to  write  a  "programme  design"  which  would 
include  the  rationale  used  at  each  step  of  the  programme.     Such  a  design 
should  also  consider  the  objectives  of  the  programme  which,  as  they  stand 
now,  imply  that  there  is  a  greater  occurrence  of  abnormal  behaviour  among 
fatherless  boys  than  among  boys  with  fathers  at  home.     It  should  be  noted 
that  present  empirical  evidence  does  not  permit  us  to  affirm  that  "fatherless 

30 

homes  are  associated  with  adverse  characteristics  or  behaviour  in  the  child". 

Also,  studies  reviewed  suggest  that  "a  major  disadvantage  for  children  in 

31 

fatherless  homes  is  the  sense  of  being  different".  On  this  basis  programmes 

which  include  only  fatherless  boys  could  be  harmful  to  these  children.  It  is 
consequently  recommended  that  the  Uncles  at  Large  programme  include  boys  with 
fathers  and  not  emphasize  its  service  for  fatherless  children. 

29  Most  of  these  recommendations  were  made  in  a  Progress  Report  made  available 
at  this  date. 

30  Herzog  and  Sudia,  Boys  in  Fatherless  Families,  op.cit.,  pp.  5-6. 

31  Ibid,  p.  92. 
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With  regard  to  the  second  objective  of  the  research  project,  three 
approaches  were  used.     First,  a  participant  observation  report  was  presented. 
The  researcher  was  not  able  to  observe  any  behavioural  or  attitudinal  changes 
in  his  Little  Brother,     In  the  context  of  these  observations,  it  should  be 
noted  that  statements  made  from  the  mother  of  his  Little  Brother  (above  page 
33)  and  from  the  mothers  of  other  boys  without  fathers  (above  page  9) 
indicated  a  positive  attitude  toward  the  programme,  and  that  the  programme 
has,  or  would  have,  beneficial  effects  for  the  children  involved. 

The  second  method  used  to  assess  the  impact  of  the  programme  on  the 
children  was  the  completion  of  an  attitude  and  behavioural  questionnaire 
by  six  Little  Brothers  (who  had  been  involved  for  more  than  one  year  in  the 
Uncles  at  Large  programme) .     The  results  indicate  that  the  Uncles  helped  the 
Little  Brothers  to  "solve  their  problems",  that  they  helped  the  Little  Brothers 
to  "understand  themselves  better",  that  the  Little  Brothers  "learned  new 
things"  from  the  Uncles,  that  the  Little  Brothers  "enjoyed  their  school  work 
more",  that  the  Little  Brothers  "have  a  better  relationship  with  their  families", 
and  that  the  Little  Brothers  possibly  "have  more  activities"  than  before. 
However,  the  Little  Brothers  indicated  that  the  programme  did  not  help  them  to 
"participate  in  more  organizations",  that  it  did  not  help  in  "relating  better 
with  the  teacher",  that  they  did  not  "learn  to  save  more  money",  and  that  it 
had  not  "changed  their  ideas  of  what  they  would  like  in  the  future",  that  it 
did  not  help  to  "have  new  friends",  and  that  it  did  not  "help  to  find  jobs". 

The  third  method  used  to  assess  the  impact  of  the  programme  was  the 
utilization  of  psychological  tests  administered  to  the  Little  Brothers  before 
being  involved  in  the  programme,  and  after  one  year  of  participation.  The 
change  on  fourteen  personality  traits  was  examined  in  three  different  ways: 


^  72  - 


separately,  as  clusters ^  and  as  a  total  profile =     The  following  are  the 
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three  cases  (individuals  6 , 

(a)     the  programme  is 
impact  on  their  boys; 
ng  selected  beneficial 
ositive  effect  on  the  boys 
e  effects  of  random  variables 
1  measurable  tendency  to 
it  was  impossible  to  find 
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separately,  as  clusters ,  and  as  a  total  profile „     The  following  are  the 
results  of  the  analysis:     (1)     The  individual's  score  changes  on  each 
of  the  14  factors  show  that  some  individuals  changed  in  one  direction  of  the 
scale,  that  some  did  not  change  at  all  and  that  the  others  changed  in  the 
opposite  direction:     not  one  difference  however,  was  found  to  be  statistically 
significant.     (2)     The  individuals*  changes  on  five  major  clusters  of  factors 
again  indicate  that  some  changed  in  one  direction  of  the  scale,  that  some  did 
not  change  at  allj  and  that  others  changed  in  the  opposite  direction.  Again, 
not  one  difference  was  found  statistically  significant,     (3)     The  total 
profile  of  the  eight  cases  suggests  that  most  of  the  Little  Brothers  experienced 
slight  positive  changes  however,  were  indicated  in  three  cases  (individuals  6, 
7  and  8). 

In  conclusion,  it  can  be  suggested  that:     (a)     the  programme  is 
perceived  by  the  mothers  as  having  some  beneficial  impact  on  their  boys; 
(b)     the  programme  is  perceived  by  the  boys  as  having  selected  beneficial 
impact  on  them;     (c)     if  the    programme  has  had  a  positive  effect  on  the  boys 
it  cannot  be  claimed  to  be  strong  enough  to  curb  the  effects  of  random  variables 
or  "normal"  maturation,  i.e„  there  vjas  not  a  general  measurable  tendency  to 
become  less  anxious,  more  sociable,  etc.,  and  (d)     it  was  impossible  to  find 
if  the  non-occurrence  of  abnormal  behaviour  was  due  to  the  programme  or  the 
fact  that  the  boys  were  "normal"  in  the  first  place.     It  is  recommended  that 
more  cases  (15  instead  of  eight)  and  a  control-group  be  included  in  any  future 
evaluation  of  the  programme. 
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SURNAME                     FIRST  NAMS 

WOMN' 

S  MAIDEN  NAME 

ALIAS-PREV.  MARRIAGE 

RECORD  NO. 

ADDRESS  TEL. 

NO. 

DISTRICT                                     INCOMING  DATE 

MARITAL  STATUS 

.mc    nc    w    des    div    sep      s  other 
SOURCE  OF  APPLICATION             TEL.  NO. 

INCOMING  STATUS 

_____  New  to  Agency 

Service  Last  terminated  -  prior  year 
Service  Last  terminated  -  this  year 

TYPE  OF  COUNSELLING?  MC  IPA  PC  OTHER 


FAMILY 

Birthdate 

Occupation  or  School 
or  Whereabouts  if  Away 

Birthplace 

Race 

Religion 

Citizen 
Yes  No 

Resident 
Yes  No 

Man 

Woman 

Names  of  Single 
Children 

Family 

Education 

Marriage 
Date 

Cross 
Reference 

Man 

Woman 

Employer  Family 

Member 

Others  in 
Household 

Relationship  to  Head 

Income 

Fee 

Counsellor 

